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e(lfkl'jqTj4'40t’l 4iir^ 
(TnPn^ftrom) 

(vi4^fWI"^;4 tN.!! ^Wi ^HiPi^viwo) 
(aiftHJERT) 

^ f^, 7 3T5|gs5T, 2002 


^inf^ iTliiT ^ 311^ ^ iJitiT I 


lt®IT55/l/2001-^'5ftT!;-^,—-ep^ 1995 ^ 1975^*113^ 
(Tirfer ^ w^, ■9T23Rt^ ^ yTt^ui ^ 

F'PIHrad), 1995 '5F?r KqPT TQlt 513 ;; 

175. jri?l52n 


\. if) TT4fg H 3TEilf^fvrd 17f^ ^[51 iTT^ ^ - 

(i) RTf5«c snf^mff (f^ 5^ jnfSra^ifr' ifr w w t ) 

f^mr % oTcpfcT A A 3ioafr?ft^ f^ 

M ^ Tft 15451?^ 3ft? 4 ^7R Tnry 

’ER^ c|5T f!|52JT ft 3To!J5cft ft^^ft5W^ Wf%W^ 

3nft5 (WT^3TTt) ??rft5 crt^ri Tirtor^ to w 1^ i 3ft f^rf^ 
3Trta WFcT ^37T, fWft TO? (f^ TO TO ^ ftt TO TOT ft ) 
g5 1J5T ^ TH TO McT TO KT?^(tW?TS xm TOTOT TOT 

TOffeh' ?ft^ (Rira 9?T^ TO TOg ftt TO TOT %)^ TOT ^ wTO vSTO 

ft if) TO^ ^ ofrrft? QfWfi TOT «TT 1 i3ircr ^^Tct ^ to 7?t ^Ttei 37 ft ft. 

%1ftTOT TOTTOH, •qf^ron, TOTO, ft. fftro %fftTOET 

fftro, ft %fftTOfT , ^Fftr^TT TOT ft aro ?JTOT foT , TOTTTO 3^TO5 

5T?T TOsf^ ftiqr TOT ttTT I 
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(I) 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ‘EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


(ii) ^ ^ ^51%^ ^ 

w ^ ^ ^ q'lRr^bi^TTf sm ^ ^ ^ I 

illRlcOI ^ ^ cj'toifl'Jl ^l^l TpTT I 


(iii) % 'mftWPTlt 5RT JTf^ -TTr ^ 3nm7 ^ ^ 

% 3?Rmfr ^ RscTc^i ^ ^ f$nn i ^ 

^ 5 (5) % 31^^ ^ g?y siir^ii ^ if 

% 3TT^ ^ 5 nf^ ^ fW ^ ^ gJcT? ^ ^dTTH'ff ^ ^^%r?T 

fl^TT I 


(iv) snf^^ ^ 355^ ^ ^ aremr ^ret ^ Mf^cr ir^ 

3TfSrf^, 1975 ^ 31^'qTfl 1 % 281511 ?WT 

281512 % SRPtcT t. % 3IP7T^ % W ^ ^ ^ 

8 10 2001 ^ ^ wTift ■fcr^ ’trct ^ 

TTJm, 3RTT£rRW ^ H^Jlf^RT f^ W I 


(v) ITTtoT^t ^ 18 1 .2002 # 37r?te ^5Tm ^f^OTfHlf ^ 3Tflr^[f^ 

^ ^ (^1^cT ^TTfM ^ ^ 

^ 5ir?to ^ q? 3rq% 

f^m -qf^ cfr wi ^yzrr fFn «n i 

3iiyid5b/<jqr^i 

1 ^ snrq qVr^ 

2 q 3 T' d<i T| c: f^c^ g«rt 

3. A 3T7f^ 1^., ar^q^rwr? 

4 ■^. f^>5<?ll , “H 

5 ^ qRT r^'rH 0^ 

6 f^., qRRT^t 

7 A q'Icjtoi ^?tp=fT f^., ^5^ 

8 A 'j^rcT 

9 4” ’i4c;i q? qqsw 

10. 4. ■’J^jRTcT qjf^RT3R?f 's’^'i ^P|cpc4i f^., •I'ilcjyi 

11 4 cflcl < 

12. f^., qoTHI^ 




[■HFTl—1] 
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13 4>raHljJvil4 ^JoPT. 

14 IT ff^^R 3TTO VST^ 

15. A. g f% 4^ f^,. *li l q>; T 

16. 1^ fcT. 

17 4 

18 A. ^441'^ 3jN4f^<hH f^., 3?84cll«n? 

19 A fcT., WET 

20 A. fAr^ f^., ^441'*^^ 

21 Tt (yr) f?T, arshr 

22 4 ?PTT ^ 

23 4. -.^1.2^^ fcT., .^sr^ 

24 A y.H'^rcf ^rRT-%HP 

25 4 OTW , sIvSMVI 

2o ^ n?r^cT ^c^ 41P144 f^., ^4\'ki\ 

27 Tft6r ^ 4j«r-fr, 

^ 45^ cf5rr7 


y^cj, \dtil''i 


IT 3Tog^ iT^tiTcFcrr?? ki^'ifvRkii^n aw 

(vi) jTTterfr A ^ ^ % ^cirtTTO ^ iTRf^ Tirm qf^uin'i 

^ ^ 3Tra^ % 4 'Tws’ 4T53fr ^ f^rator 

^ mf^4'l 4^ ^TRf^ T^TM mRu|I 4I 3Tq^ ^ 4?r % 

rTRift^ fAA m AA 4?r 'TTRTF ? | 

(vii) ;TTfW^ % W>% Mlf^iij 4n f%^TT45 29 4 2002 4H 4%EP ^ 3TTT% 

f^mR 4R^ 4^ ’T^ 3RRR f^ wA 4Tf^ A 3TnTF ^ 1377 %^ 

^zTffT t%tT tttt grq^ f^n-n^ f^rf^ i?»q tt ir^ 4R i mfiyi w favlttl 

qrl^ ^ TTTW AmA ^ JfTRT 4R4 3 ^ 4?t 

TTcTR ‘ r^ I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


(viii) OTYte ^ ^ Pinf^RS'd MlfSill 5T7T 

(i) ^ 3Ic=?j^ 3iT^ 

(ii) ^ HTd-^fJT 

(111) 4 cpd< Mdl^d f^. ^ 31 (V ^ 4. Scpldlft'47 ollGf 


(ix) mtoilt ^ sm 7^ n# ^ Wt?T %cTO 

qrf ^ ^ ITTTT tngrl Timit if SrmfT^ 3RT ePT Sft? ^ ^TIR 

6(7) if 3T^5?TR f^ci^rar '7Tf^' % Pr%m if ^ i 


(X) if^ ■«ff^ (^ ft t ^ 3cpTf^r fW 

Tf^ ^ wci f t^rt^ 'Fursf ^aTf ^ aiFiTcfi cftTi ^ smur 

W I g=»T^d'c?T fl^ ^ ft if W I 

grrs^ ftHT ^ grocer grn if ^ gnziKff if f ^j«ptt 

^ <ift ! 


(xi) wTTffg? wi qf^tnifr gft fig^ ^ mftft bt^ cigf 

OTTffjp girg gf^npft f wcPif^ici ^ ^ggjT ^ g^ Titerar g^t 

^ gnr fiFW gft w t I <WTff mM bttt ^ f 

cigf w gTTffg^ giTw LiRuiifi ^/^mi ft f ^Fi^f^ gyrfgr^ g5t "nf 

^ I 

(xii) ijfrTi7 Rrert if Rm 16 if ft ^ f^rgR ^ 

■ jiMijgciii ^zf/cjngR gyy 20.9.2002 ^ fira f^dg-B g^T xjHitti 

t^Irtn w I 3fR Fff ftu#Tfi g? ft FT ^ gR'Jiifr f f^f&gcT 

f^rm ggr t i 

(xiii) ^Eft^?I ?R5T Rl^dt ( ■ftvjftft) ^ illRigiigSVlt BT7T ft ^ if 

OTTETR gR "fTRcI f ^ FTjf 3Tt7 feif gfjt gft FCFT 

"JfdTFT didd g5T Rep I'd d if fcH^t dMid 'd*>ft 'Jltd ft g^t ®ft I 
RnRiRiid if rftet wit srig^t nej «t ri«TT ft^jt 

RUldtRI T%gT ■'Tgr CIT - 

1 f ^ftftFFJ 

2 j^'jivid sTcgRftgi ■>7’^ fffgK^ , g^3tgRT 




ai <ri 
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'TTT?T ST^n’tTTT’JT 
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3 "^rET ^5^ 'jFTTTETETT 

TIFT , elt!RcH, -^JIjTTTcT 

^ ITTf^ 

^ffTFT cfTf^URTTr ERTqotcRT, MfilTRHI 
^ fSr^T? <^lf?C<^ Vju,s %i^Tcfro?T f^TFR 
3 ^ uTIT'^fr %1>Ef)oTT , ^#TrT 

9 4 ^TT^r , 'H'Wll'T.il 

(xiv) yrfETcFr^ ^ yiRiq^lc^dfSTT ^TTT xJMcH*tf cfTTrt ^ 3TTIRIFF ^ft*TT 

'd ^ltFT %ZTT 4 tTTT eJkR RTdl^d cjFCFfr W7 5TT[ ^n:(or«T 
3TTITF^ UTT 10 cWT 11 2002 ECT ^ ^ ^ I 

(\v ) \XX in? 3Ti^RJxFTT f^TTII^ Mlf^^'l IfTTT 3TTIIR tR 

;rfg?T ^ "nf ^ % 3fR mrlFjTTfr ^ f^RFTt % 

'I'i' h'T 1<T *iHf ^Tm I 

(\vi) zr^. urrer 1 ur d irft, 2001 30 f^TcT^, 2001 csTETtcT TTrer 3FTf^ ^ f^ 

(^) ^rnncwt ttct 3T^ flTH^ 

1 . ■R^[^jtfxrTTf vj^Hlf^trypr 3^f^ (tj,i;ti7.T^.3rr^.) ^ 

f^TEIR 

(ip) ^nfxraFTiFcrf % fci-cTK, uTTEn'^tH tjct t7*th «n^ 

« 

t^) qir^cblcbdl ^ WIVpHcf) TTrET hRuiI^I 'H IRTT ^bi^Rad TffTTTEfH dcHid 
TFTT^ iR dty 3Td^ ST^efr ^t^RRTT t I 

VPh^d fctcTT^ ?f> viTl^ it Pj*-lRlfed IT^ ^ > 

d 3TqR jrg^m ^ dURmr > -#1 ^ 

fd^TTIEfR RdTTd TRTFT ER^ STR WdJ RWIR ^ snerTT ^ ^ ^ f^T^T d c)^ 3T^ET 

t, ?TTf^ ^3^ HTTf^ 

dM mRijiihI 7?f ettRT dTT SrjTIET Rbdf I 

(^) >HI*n-U Ijc^, f^rOTcT cfitim 

(1) TRR PiRid^n d uRTR f%iiT t, dinf^ csmrrdt d ffttit diff ftin ^ 

fRR TdF ^ RTd i 3nilldcbV<^IHlR4l ?TT «nd Ef?r 


(l 


lliLGAZLrrEOF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 
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aft ffJRT ^jft^ ^ ^Tpnft ^ armr^T w ■snr 
^rrf^ ^ i ^ angr? ^ MidHviHft cmn m 

^TTfT^ ipT^ t I 

(11) Piyld'Ti M?’im<?n cp T3 tR PTF SFTFT^ftlT 'HKl^l ciliiv f%Tn I 


(ill) ^jrrcl 3TTif^ cp ^KPT "HiVd ^ cpif^cp ^n;5T SlT^TTcf ^ ^ ^ 

f^pqfe ^ ^ ^ t Plijidt ^ t PP 3TrTrat 

cPT I 

(l\') dcHId ^ Pr?f?T PtPT^ ?ld1 'd'd 'ta'ftd ^ yf^cp^l 5Rtfr^/3TT^, «fPjRP cTaiT 
^ ftrtpr qji fto W TTPTT ^ ^fTcpm ^ I 

(v) cj^tfR n, TFiPr % ^t?H PratH?p wrPt ^ arr^ 

cpT WWR p57TT "trit arr I 

(vi) ^ ^ PratcT^ ^ 'HRI-y ^ ^ t, Pijfdcp ^ vdd^Kd q{PJ^ Sfft 

^ 31K?ZRPcn t I 

(vil) ZirpTcpRPRT ^TTjfF 3f^vV[ =fT?^ f^Rfft '4t qPf^Pl R pqiciqs % pRJ 

dd^idH crrnRT ^ R?ft ^ t 678 Prfer^H 

qTjRTft PPr?T t I w=ft ^ ^ ^iR^rte c^rmcr ^ift i 

^PTft % RTR ^ PtPT ^J3T^ ^ MT'd'+d PPr€ '»ft ^ I 

(Vlii) iJlPiq^iTdl R frcftRFC PTRpr R dld^tM o-^ddd RTFTRR7 1? fVRT Tp ^5^ 

f%7]7 fr RiJTT RT ^ Pt’ Ml'dT're' Pw ^ Rip RqRREJ ^P?RT RTTR ^pf 

GTFT R YTfcT ^ Pm 6(8) RP]^ RTRT R | 

(i\) diRicpidi p RRr ift ppRT t Pp mm ^ mm pap 'hPipm'I, 
msTT Rp RFTR m mrr Rm mrf^ Pr mpRi mr rp 

mPRR mTRT^ Pm rtrt i 

( \ ) R ^ TRRTrpTRnr R? 3PJRTR Pidtd pTjpd ^ RTTS^ PR 3)oiR-Ol cH’• I «ftPrcp RR 
pPfi rt >Rmn ^ mr Pm i pm % mer r mrfPPt mmft R 
RR RTp Plpppi PR PmPt RRTR RR pft RlfPj m R^t Pp T^T t 

RR cptRR PTRtm R? WdMdiy PTTtRRl mRT RTRT t I 

(\i) rttM Rm Rif^H PtRff^ mP ^ srPfm? ^ m mRmft pjm 

TfjRf ipRR tp orPrm ptr fp rrr r rPtcT t i R Rpfr ^ arm-mFr 
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(Xii) ^ ^ cT^ ^ cf^Tf^P cfTT W M?ff ^ ^ 

crCTT Tif^TTS? ^r OTRTcft T7 ^ ^5^ oT^Tm 75TH ^fr^T # I 

(xill) P l f^V TTTterff ^ ^ M'kffq 3(17^ ^ ^ 3TTt cT^ 

C^«| % ^TFTN 'H HIC’iV'lkn cf^TTcTT? cf5T^ <B frt'v; ^tP pHI K I 

(xiv) ^Tr?f^ qf^iT^ff % ^nnii % wiet ^ 'Iihcpt ^ ct^ ^ 

tTPm ^ ^^TTTT^RT cMT ^x-xicTH' >^U|iJdiJ % fV^ ^ 3TTc^ ^ 

HvjivjfJTn^ 73n ^?Tc?^ t I 

(xvO t?rt^ 4 RNte Tjrm qfMpfr ^ ^rraeJFf ^ 1^ i 

(wi) Fra ^ ^ ^ 57; ei^c^ FTF^ >ff %T H^IH'-q, Mlf^ij'l ^ 

gwt 7R WTF ^3TT err I 

(XVll)T^ 3^iqidcb m ^ FTH, FTFrEpT Mldddlf^fd EJ5T ^ ^ "FcJtFT 

^ 3T^ did<3^ F ^ cTc^rrar^ gw ^ ^ afr? f ^ hicHcp'i ^ 

cb i ff^Lp #75T Tfj vjcMidd Fan ^ int % ^ ^frarto 3Tg»T^ ^ ^ 

t I 

f^ci>(u| ^ vjRR ^ 3rg^ ^ t:- 


(i) w w WF m t, tirg wf f ^ % fff f t?f>r % 

F^FT^/F?FTF73TT % FWET F 3rFF STg^TETT FF FTFFTFT F RjI'F F?T F f^qi FfT 
FWT t cWT ^ arm TH ^ FF FtFF^ t FFF 3TFf?T % Ft?TF %F FF 
FTcraW Fft F7F MldRlF^ t I 

(il) FlR^FI-Fd^ F FF ■’fr FFFRf RFFT ^ 1% FTFFF ^FF FF RtfWf 3TF 

RT^ FTtorfr ^ FTRfFFFFTfFTI ^RT %F f?f%T 3TgW FaF WTFF 
FfTTF gF 3TTFraF F5t EFFT F 'R^F ^ FTF f^TFT FFT %, §dRl's M^lfclcl 
RfETfFF F^ F^ FIR I 

(n) arf^, ibKUlIrK^P ?WT 3RT gt 


(l) RrFfw F?r FTFFT FF gW RrRrFT FTFfFF FF FTFlf^ FRTfr f^TTF FRF ^ 
FTlRra F? FR F FTFFR RfFF FFT t I 

(ii) WF g FF FTRTte % ^3cTF FF ^FR FFTT F F^ R ^ Rig 

FTWreft gRT? % mRwFSF F W rtf Fft 3TTFFFFTFT % I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


iii. ^ 3iRiyiRci afiw 290000 ^fto^ wt ^ ^ ^ 

3rf^ t I 

iv. ^ ^ 1^ ^TF 3TW eilH ^ tTfIniT 

^ f I McTcp ^ wrr 

eTTwr^ I 

V. McfSp ^ 2001 ^ ^ ^ ^f¥TPT 

115/‘^0 ^ ^ f^iii ^ I 

vi. cf7d'< 3TFncf^'^ 4g‘ci ■JJc^ ^ vdcMl'I'l cTRcI 3ftT yyc^ vdeiVl vjRld fs|sl51 

<lgcl ^ I 

vii. mf^d ^INldl ^ O^Koi *^crJJ cndM, *^c<4 c;H '1 ^T^Fcpf ’^311 ^ I 

viii. 'dtiY'T ^ ^Kc?lii ^rsfK cnipccf? cift ^ Prffru tira ^ ^ t' i 

ix. ^ 3TT?ITrT ^ ^ ^|R|cb|chdi cfMt c^ 3T^ TITF^ ^ ^ t 3^7 

^ ^ ^ I 

X. cTWT 6 ^ # 3T^ if c^ Pplfej ^ 10000 ^0 ^0 ^ 3TPr^ 

w] PiTricT ^ % 3jk 4i'eT'<1tfr ijcfpTaft ^ i 

xi. ■JIF ^ cfJcR^ ^ t, 3T% 3fk snw^ t ^ w ^ # 

1^ Mcf 115 ifto ^ ^ tTf %ti -r(tf t 1 WrM 

hR«IcI*T 1^ ^ if cIMlill 'JlMl ■ctlf^'^ I 

xii. 'llcrl<D'l ^ Pr^RpfT ^ vdcil^ if t)Vc^ ^3FfrR ^ WRT F 1^ ^ Hi^l 10000 

’fto ^ ^ t 3fk ^FfTR ■R?T WT if dleWfl ^ ^rnr ^ % \ 

xiii. «ff^ ^ ^=TTeraf5r cf^ cTE^ 7?r ^er if 11% ^^fPT wn 

9Tf^ tR 3TTWlf^ t 3T% ETRdf^ ^ ^ TT7 3TrerTf^ t I 

xiv. vT^r 3T^f^ ^ c^Ntr f^Ta^t siwr Rf^'d ^ 

pRI^f^^SPff ^ STTOTcT ^ 3Tat^ ^ 3^ if 3Tlir ^ ^ ^ I 

XV. vdcMidaTf if 41yRR ^ ^ ^ if dr?ra^1 air a?r 3 tt^ ^ ^ 

afjT ^-ai Rial ^ dlRj *1lcia»l ^ ^TM 'ddcpi a>T^raTT acldl I vflfl a)’41 
« 

iff 3ii<iid 3ilt|«t7 ^ ■f', diet ail '^d+tdi ^ vjtild air o^aRtti ^ 

# I 

xvi. RwcT ajf a^ % dieiaii '^^TRdi'j^a? aF anaaR^ a ^ a^r Mat'd a^^ft ^ 

aF 3tiaid ^ Riddi 3jtT viFiPl ^ f^ddi ai^ el<fl f’ I 

xvii. «Tf?r ^ ^ if vJraTl% Pma I4(a) if ift a?iTaT aar t arwRai 3fr^ 

• 'd'a iRa T^r^ Prafeff ar anar arft^ i 

^ ranpT ^ araw if f^nf^f^ %? a? ^- 
ait^raaajaf % aia aa 3a: aer 1^ tf^^oa^^^aa^a Fcaian 
Prafa ^ t 3fra fli'wR* arflT aa arrar t a^fff^ f%aaa 2001 ^ ara 
aita^ Pra a^a 115 ao^o ao aa 3 tt a^ ^ am 3iatjaa 2001 3fra ar^ 


1 . 





[»1FT [—WS" I ] 
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2002 ^ ^ ^i^3Mt3TTtTTTJ^T7?T ^ f^Rjto ^ 17000^0^0 cfTlf^cb 

Ttrar fcfnn t 3fh7 ^5 wt stmt? arRjxRT ^ ^ 

30000^0^ Mcf ^ t I 

ii. ■JT? vdc^'i^ fchill ■^RT ^ ^ MRR^Idiil ^ cil'wRfcb srf^ ^ 'IsidxT ^fTEI 3^7 

t I 

iii. -inRichichTi^ % ^ ^ tr^ ifr 5^: ^ f^ t w7 ^ Mct ciot ^ ^ ^ 

^ # 3fR ^ ^ Cf^ WTTi ^ tM ^ 3T^ ^r 3T^ W7 ^ 
R'^Idcr) ^ ^TPT '^3 % ^ ^|i|l ^ I 

iv. TfT^ 3Tc^ -uiRicMcbTi'i ^ 71? ift wr t ^ 3wf^ c^ «fK afR ^fr 2002 

^ 3fr7 smcTT ^t^pt ^ ^ei ir Rtc^ ^duchi^ tsrt?! 

^ % I 

V. TJ? ift ^?TT7n w t WTH 80-115^I0Jft0^0 ftTcpft W( 

OTTITcT f^ W t I 

vi. 7|Tl%clTTc|Tcff ^ 3T^£r Rh-yi % cpTf ct7)Hc1 3fk Rrafcf ^ Rl'^lcie ^ 

qRcRt^T ;5T?R 3TTEIR ^ I 

2. Plillciqj 

7p) 4o TBTR (^TTd c&ipft (cpq; ^ #) f^o 

«ij) iimp^ ijc^, Rpjfa ct^hr^ altr 

i. WET 3TcTf^ 3T?Tt?T 1,1.2001 ^ 30.9.2001 c^ ^ cf^ 31WT^ ^ f3TT t afp? 

3mm 18.10.2001 ^ wm ^ ^ t i Mm? ^ 3^ 2001 ^ mmm 3Tm 

STT 3i1^ Wf ^r OTTTTTcT 7^ 3^-. 12.10.2001^ ^TTWTRT afTcf^ 

^ ^ cTT ^ 12.10.01 ^ ?Wr?7T 3fP? 12.10.2001 7^ 

cl^Pf R<7l 'i^Md 'WcTH ^ I 

ii. #fTT^cW 3Tf?rRm, 1975 71^ STRT 9^ 3fP? EJT7T 97l(73)( i )3fR ( ii )^r 

^ czr^w t ^ ^r 'Hmn w wttw ^ ^ cpt 

M ePTRft W t I 

iii. 3T1^, cbKuilcijcb 3fR W WJETT EST^ Olcrf^ ^ #fTT ^ 

^ sflY ^ 3TT7TRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cf^ ^ %ETT 

W >Hchc1l ^ c^41 WET: ki5ei ^ WTpfi I 

iv. 'tftdi^jdTT ^Rcft (mfer cTE^-sTt cPT arfirw^, siididd wr m'd^Efr -^je^ ^ 

cTarr ^ PldHMcil, 1995 ^ RTWT 4(l)(7fT) ^ 3TEfRT 

;[Ttor?t W 71? c[5Tfw t f% tt? ^ ^ 3TT7TTcT ^ ^ 31l>ilRd ^ 

STf^TW, %Tft 3fR TTWcT cfft W^ 7f5^ 3ik vW 3TT7TTET ^ ^ cfT 7T? cJnfw 
^ WFTW I 3TET: MldTElEft ^ cWTTTT W TTcTTETT t I 


3133 G1/02—2 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—S hC, 1] 


V. 14 ^ 3T#T ^ SmiTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ cR 

^PT WT ?TTfRT^ ^ ^ % I 14(^) 

14(^) ^ HlMciu^ Tj^ ^ I 

yi. 3ll^qiP I!!?' Sit? HFf^ ■!■ 1% Ril'ia "WT 3lt? ?it^ 

t\ qfET^ ^ t Sit? 5(3)(?3) cf> ST^jt^ ?iT^ ?T^ ^ ^ ^ STTW 

^3F5W t % I 

vii. 5n?f^ ^ iiRuimt ^ mHi^I % sttot? ^ ^ f^nPil^ ^ Ti^fr ^ 

^jRfcp TTT?^ srf^rf^tr ^ ^ yHi'Jit st^p? I 

^ ^ L^'ddl 2PT ?men W t I 

viii. ^ s^ ^ iTTciEirfi ^ Rm pff f i 

ix. #fTT^c^ 3Tf?)P|iIH cfit ETRT 9 Sit? 9 ^ P5TT PlilHlilo1^ ^ RRTfT 4, Rra^T 5, 

Rrpt '12 sfk 17 STRIP cf5 ^ wp, eif^ sit? ^prwtptpt ?tsr 
P rm sit? PTR liRuih RRP?Tt PP STT^ ^ t I P? PltxT STP% ^ 4?H 
STRTpt cfft ^ ^ I 

X. PRT 9P^(8) ^r STR PTPT ^ ?TT?J-?TT«T ^ ^ ^ f^ ?frPT^j;c^ SlfSrRRP 1962 ^ 
nTPPptr ^ STWPT PR t I TftPT^cR ST%RrP, 1962 R?T 2(23) 4 PT?P ^ 
RF? RH?ft W? % PETP ir ?TTt Rt" STRIP' 'iR'^lf^d fcFRT PR t I 

Xi. PTPPM PP^ ^ ^ RRR t Pfr cto f^RfPP P? ^ 

PRR ^ PPP ^ I 

xii. Pi#T fticR Rtri 1^0 I? i?p Sir?, rpp ptpt rt ?r per sir 1999(113) 

358 (t^) ^ PTP^ ^ Rprftp PPtR RRTcR ^ PF PlW sft f^ 
SPRP PP ^ ^ t PR PTef ?flRPP ^ 3?^ R?PT t Sit? ^ PP ^ # 
PR RPR P?r f^TRRft P??ftP ^ ^ I^^^PTIcft t I 

xiii. ^ ^ Rtff^ SPRPRt/RTPlWr % pTf?<ki Rf?lRT^ RP? P^ f^ 

Rmi F^rfeR PF STsJ p^ RRR PP PRR PcttPtlcI PT^|P R RiP 

IJR P? PTPR PKP ^ 3TTRP PIT ?FT R P? R^ R I f^'M'^P, 
3TTRcRt/RTRf^ Rt PR? P ^ ^ vdfdd R ‘ WiR) PTTP SlpfSl ^ ^t?R STRIP 
f3TT ^ P^ I 

xiv. PF RPPM RPPRt Rt ^JofpR P^ ?TPFTR t STTRP ^ 3TI?lf?R 

PRP RT PTPR PPI ^ RPPM RR PTRT RT ^PPPtP % I 

XV. ^HITjjcR srf^rf^ P?lR?T9RSlt?R?T9^^r R^I RT^Stf R? RPP%ft 

PJcR RPrt ^ Pit ^ TP^IRRI f^tii % 3lt? RR 9 pR 9R 'll' ^JcR P^ PlPlt ^ 
Pit ^T T^t Rn^tRRT PR t 1 

xvi. Plf^TRI^ R? PIRflP PPtRf RRTcR ^ STi^f^ PIRRE^t t Sit? STTRP 

PPR PTWR cR ^ ^ t I 

Xvii. 4o RJ ijt »|ft)ctiiy| c^ ftRrt t ^eTP ?ftp ??lt P^T STIR RF^I I 





[ 'HFT I I ] 




xviii. t ^ t 33Ttor?t cf^ 

HRcfJ y:^HNcft if ifF 3T^r%T ift ^ t 3lk ^ cfi^ ^ ^Ef 

^r ^ eft f^qt^ t\ % \ 

xix. 3ft7 3T^rf^ ^ ^ if TTx? ^ A ^jrtowif ci^f 

^ ^STT #ft ^^tf^ I 

XX. "fTHM ^ C^ ^ 5tT2ff ^JeW-T HPTeT ^ 

eTPM ^ 3TT?TR cfT^fet f ^3Rf^ 9{V)(^){ \ij{^) ^ 3T^^ 

eft ^ ^ c^rm tot ^ilHT i ^ 

xxi. ^irfech c^ deMIdH ^ ^ 60 % HPTcT ^ ^ ^ fcfT iTReT 

^ t\ 3T^r5TT 12 ^ f I 

xxii. msrte ^ qRuiiH't ^r 'ift ttnct ^f qRcbf^d ctFm ^ 3mrR ^ ^ 

I 


xxiii. ^ ^ gKI ^ q4t \JcMIc;-i elMId ^ 3TT^tcfiR cfT^ c^ chi'(u( 5Rf7R ^ - 
(^)t^ ^ T^ ^ n4t, ^ wRtT ^ ^ ^ Hfr sjT 

^Jcqr^ ^ 2001 A ^ 3TTW ^ an 3ft7 ^ nMt ^f eRf 

^ aft aft? (■?!) ^ 3Ttcfj^ ^ ^tcTT nR ntm f^fRTT ^|d 

TTT^ an afR iTF we RR Tpfi an RTRirnf^ ^ 3nWf nft enm ^f w 

Rpn I 


tnngn f^cf^ur ^ Pt^eSH TRt 1^- 

^R. nT?n 

i. 3TFn?nm ^ rtr frr «rRT nn nr^ ^ gftf Rnei t int t^rntcr 

3ftT nRR WTRi ^'jen nn nnn ■!■ i 

ii. ET? anrgif^jR^ t 'n^; ^liTn ^ n? ^ fen nfrf 3Ffnrfm istrri ^ 
n^ f%nT nnr i nf^ f^gn^ nft^ 3T%Fftn ^fiRm ^ efr f=tf^ nrtorft 
wn (cHq 4t^ n^ nRet I 

iii. ^ ciewe^ ^ ^iept ^f OTnm ^nnn nan t n f^tntn l n? ^ % ndun 
w nrtn 3 Tn 1 ^ c^ 4fTR n nt Mn fjn 3 fR n ^ nRn ^ 3 nnm fnr i 

iv. ^ nn nfRniR ^ 3 ^ %nT ^nm t % nwn gft f^t^nn ?rd! n? Mn t^nr nnr 

nnn rt n^RTt t ^ nnnft 3nnR/^Rn^ 3fR nft snnR snt^ 

^ dM^n ndVi ^igidd c^ fctxTRf ^ i^chdM f^q^d % I nn eft n? aflY ift 

3 Tf^ dg^fqd ^ nF nnr rrr ^f f^iyitjfd nnt^ 

nicn Pidtdi ntgR Pididcb ^ t i 

V. n? Ptraqid ^ t t^tf^ snf^i^l ^ f^effni n?r ntm ^ nRR nn ^ 

-fcfRn an l^iRT^ nF ^ % nmidd eftnn ^ 3 TRT 

nFRnjt’f wdtnrft ^ ^ nF fepnr wnr niffeq f% ni^t 3nt1$RT 

vdH'g>r^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3tU nn^ ^ ar^nR iRrg^ Rtn ift nR ^ naft ^ I 



ri IE GAZETTE OF INDIA. EX ERAORDINARY 


|P\I<I I -Sk 1] 


vi. 3TT^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ A 3fR 3T^rf^ JTT^ETPfT 

^ ^ 3nETN cf) ^ if irgcFcT ^ tor ^ ^ 3TRM 

^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^ t WT^ ^ 3^ ^ ^f 3lk ^ 

3TrcJT?R ^ 5ITf?miT^ ^fFTTI f^^cl^ui ^ ^ 3^ W ^ 3^^ 3TT1^ 
^ '^raT^ ^ I cT^ cich 'Wdc^i 3TT^ cTPJ <^>('11 cfjpj^ ^ I^TTTETR 31^ 
^szr^H I 

vii. mcd Hlf^M Pi tilled cFE?^ 3ffT mdd^ftft CR^ Cfr^ cfj ^T^TPcfTR ^ aTI^ if 

' ^ ^ fcTW ^f t t% ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ET t 

cpfff^ Rldd MlPSld pEjt^f feRTT Mldd'^IEff cfft cRJ^ ^ Vl^lTcff I 

if % EPRJH t. cRpif cfft Tlf^ ^ ^TTpPT 

Ptlt^Uf ^ 1^ ^ I if #fTT ^JcEf5 3TfSrpRrfT Eiff StKT 9 ^ 

31'HP^EJ t I 

viii. il1^Taicf5T^ STRTcft cPTRn ^TT ^?Tg5cTT % cT 22 I ^ ^f 

^ ^ t % ’Tf^ ^f iff W^fM ^Jecfo eRTp ^ 

fc^' McT ^ ^ ^ ■ \^ Tmt^ if ^821 t f?R 3Tcrf& 

c^ ^Itrt ^ PrirfcT ^ srraTcT ^ ^ # i 


11 . 


111 . 


iv. 


'HmM ^ t ^ t ^ ^fTT^ ^ ^ 

t a. •■ V ‘i^?r Prater ^ ^ Prar^ ^ ^^Tcir^ t \ ^dif^ Pi^ 

yrPr^ Ef>i ; .wPra?R t % ^ Pjrp (arsrtcr rar cfRp ^ 

cp Priiter Tjera) srraT? ^ Pf^g ^ PtcmPcFR grr wfra w^ 

MReif?idi ^ 3TeraFnRra> t i 

pptei yipct)!^ if efpp^ ^ pRlP cjtPcT ^ cTTTTcT ^ 3^1^ 

^ efjl^ "^i'<'^i 'T^ wrar ^ I 


t pT ^ WrPra EfMt ^ ilpEltddl ^ ^ 3flatPcb ddllc^d if 

^ ^ ^3RPf ^ wr ^ t I ^ Pn? Pn=rfcr%eT ^■■- 

P^rra^ ^jfPr ^ ^. AXX 

^Nciidi P?Er?T%RTT virter ^ ^. \xx 

4'oftPiipJT 3f*k jfPra^ ^ ^. XXX 

3TeT: rrarR 7 XKX ^ ^iPRragr deMKH 3TrP efrp ^ ^frarar stt i 

grPif^irar vJdiKH ^ Pw ^ ^^ra Pf^ rrrPcppt ^ cf^rat ^ ^ P^ 

ch>!*1l "^Tprr I 

g?^fpr ^ ^ 3nlPmr ^ q? ^ 72 % arqeTT ^ wfp en ^^rarr 

3Ti!t ^ ^ t pr -g? cnPifPjcf) xidri^d qrr ^ m 1 72 % ffraerr dMiiPi P 
qpit if 3fp ddiicjd ^rrqeT PtitPd cfvp P Prq qrPcppt ^ srraR ^th Prai, 

IT?' 3inid TrPTfrraTqqj %, epffP) cp^ P TPra, P^P 7^ P qiiT TEtra ^TTPrq 

^ ’WtP'cT Prar qrrar Pr XXX % ^ airacrr ^q^fra it? ^ I ^ ^jPra 3fp 






['m I—wr? I ] 
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'HIHI-il t^miRcb t 3iW STtelit ^ 3FT^ cf3^ WZT^f TT^ncR 

^ 3T8t^ ^ cIlRlf^ch c||>wfclcbdl3ft ^ 3PTT^ tol t I 72 % ^ 

vi^VlVf cf3^ ^ eUm^ ^ t I 

^ araf^ ^ MtT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

i. mItiyji'J) gM -s«<7^ ^ 3^r ^ 2 1 eft ■^t4) etr'jtt ' ^ eft 

t I TTg ^ t ft Lj i Rjch l 

Rb'tft "ftt '^■H&ftcl ^ jnerapft ^ vJtHX ^ I cTReft^ep^ TJg' ^ 'Mslig ETRT 

‘Hl'<d 'ft vjiitJ ^ciftT ^ cflyi'l fftxTRTEft^ cR^ eft 3TPTTcT ^ W’J fticft ^ I ^Rfeft 

aTermr, ar^fft^ ttrt^ ffti^ ^ntorft ft iftn tttWt w 'trftfrr 

t fftTlftr eftftTcT Pr^TcTft eft fftfTJ T^ XR fft^ fftRJT ft fftR^ Rl^'t^ 

JTTf^Jcbl'ft gRT ^?Tcrfft^ fftRft ftr WTef ft ^ ^7 ^iftRTT Tftt tftRIT t I TTm 

ftt clftnH WT^ ^ C||>wf^<!hc1l ^ ftt ft ^ 33rm STerift eft fttTFT ftTTT efftf 

^'Sy ■^ftt <|o1l fftRT ^ 7K ft 3TFjtft cjft TRft ^ I 

yj. arf^, a)RUIIrH<h 7^ aft? 

i. SRrift ^ 3Tcf^J^ ft ^ TTlft 3lMlc1 >3til'd cTT^ftTT ^ cipd ^ 3^7 'TTET 

^ aftft ^ Tmftt i 

ii. 3nft^ 3ft7 msito ^ ^rR^mftt ft eiiwReh aftft ^ 3n?n7 HHchy 

^ W % I 3T^£I II eft ftTT ( viii )7ffl^ fft^ 11 (2) ^ TJlWftr W 
fftRJT W t I 

iii. cTRefto aftft ^ ^ arWR ^TReJR gft ^ cPIeMpIcp 3ft7 

3ftftg3R ^ ^ sTTgR ^ ft I ^ clI'WT^cP ^ cPT ’ft ftt ^ ftt an^R’^ 
^-■?Tft eft Ijft ftftft ^ 3fr7 ^ ’^TRT 3T^ eft ftRR 3TRncT f3TT # 'T# I 

iv. arjftET- II ^ ftTT ( vii )ft 7FT?T efft^ ftr 3Tft -eRTrar trjt ft fcR tsttcT 3Rrfft ^ 

^tTRT ^TTf^ 3TRfT?r 3rgTir ftfft 3ft7 RRT RRET 3T^ ft3 fttTR efftft sftft R 

ft, ePTerfftsp eftft ^ TIeTTT ftftTT 3ft7 3TRR^ ftRT 3rlft^ ft I "ReT WP 3Tcffft ft 

R ftt cR c|)y-dfc|ch 3ftft eft -^imr PR RIHell ftTP’fttP 3TTRT7 R7 pftt P7 
Tf^ I 

V, PlRlcblchTlt P|-7RRR PRRft ft 3ft7 Peftftp wft ft P’fT Rift 'RT’? ftt TfT ft 
cTKfT Mlf^epift pft yiRl^pjfit ^ f71 PTft Pft PftP PRftt RTlft^T fcp 

^ ft 7^ ft I 

si7j}^ f^pyui ^ ft ift^=TfcT%eT ar^ffttT f^ ^ ^ : - 
PiT^rfftp) grift ^ ?g^ ^ ^ ift 7R^^ ft 

Rm 11 3ft7 fftpftt ^ 373 PST II ^ ftTT ( vii )^ Tnei pfftR 9ya( ii )i> 

3TeTfteT ftft RTPRH ft fftRft PlwReh Sffft ^ eftt fftfftfe- fftiPT RPT ft f^TT 
^ IJTRft ft fTT PTR P7 Pft7 fen RPT ft fe (PTT^ 3Tpf& eft ftfe?) RT^ fep 


1. 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


5<iQii ^ ( viii) ^ \jc^<a f^iii ^Ni % ^ ^ 

(frf^ ^ 7!^ ^ cTTO ^jfHT 3frf OTTFTSRft ^ 

r 

ii. ^ l >Mf^ «9l^ ^ 73cl^ ^ ^ OTWT ^ fTRfcTf^ ^ ^ ^ 

ytciT tj?T ^ ^ ^ ^e^r ^ ^ % l 

( i) 

( ii) 3TmT7 
{ iii) '^’10*1 Tft^TT 

iii. 3nf^ ('jTRT 3r<TfSr) ^ ^ftTH ^Tft f^ifct ^r 'Jiel 'Jii'q ^ cjt'iH 

3Tr!iRT R ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tr^ 11 sfff^ ^ 

3TmR ^ 1^ < r7 f^4 T j ^r ^ tjj YMf ^an ^ ^ ^ 

I ? ^HR TTRim ^r RTt ?ft^ ^ v4Nn41'1 

4)tiicfft) -tlfclQi 7j^ Mt^d Rf ®S\ f^RT^ 3r^ fcHv* 

^ ^ )0(X % TnfiRf «iT ^ jnter^ srt tw 75^ ^ 

f^-c|K Rh^Ji vjiMl ■dlf^'v' I 

iv. II ^ ^ ( vii )ir ^gTFR ^ ^ 3t^ # arrmcff ^ 

^ ^ETrf^ 3lt7 iT^ # ^ 3 r 1^ if ^ arf^ ^ ^ ^ I ^iRtite arfcT ^ 

'Udyi ^ 4ic; ^ 4dl T^RT 3lt7^ SU'd^ldcTf $1dl I 

^ 3Rf^ ^f W=T ^ ^Rcrf^ dct ^ W ^ ^jftcT RRoTT Rf ^ 
7T^ I 

V. 3TcT: t HlRlchl^ 3T^fte ^ ^ 

(T^Rfttfwr) ^ i^l4^4>Vm€HM wm ^ ikcT ^ ^ ^ 

7.131 ^ 1^ Rtr fVotzi aTJTTcPT ^ 1^Rr4 ^ TRST ^ XfTT x? 'ZI? 

^ f?fj^ STT fcK ai1% ^ ^3Ri^ gjT f^trt7X'r meH'^iiJI cirr ^ 3.7 ^r 

^ XiTt^ ^ 3TRRXRX7^ %zn RT TTWT I ait^ ^ 

Rliliyu r ^ 3.4 ^ PltliRd TRTcT 3TT1^ 4>Rtib1 XiliR ^ 

11^ ^J?fR qR 3TRT5fr qRR ^ 3TTqRR ^ 3I^f^ ^ % I 31^^ 
3.7 ^ ^ W ^ RraiTOT 3r^f$RT t W q'l'Wf^ch «# 3.1 ^ 

^ 3 Txt%?T % dcT ^ 7371^ Tif^ arfcT RtyRuj 4 aiRTcff qRR xitm 

TTTf^roT ^ t 3^t7 3rje^ 3.4 ^ ^>Rg> R l^jiRd Tyrr f 

vdejVl qR STRIcfr IRR ^ W^I ^R^ TRZI 3TRr -d^ld ^jRcET ^ 7TRF-7TW 
f^TIR f^RIT RRT Rff^ 1 ■?7T WR FTT^ qrR=#tft wm c^ qR ^T 7371^ 

^ P l fcliyu i 31^1^4 3.4 ^ qjRq^ tp? 1^w qRR 3T^rt$RT ^ I 3T^[«^ 3.7 ^ 
TfjRgy f^reiif^ qq ^ f?5R XR ^ TTiq^ ^r f^reiR tor 




[MFTI—n 
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^irpTT 3.4 i95t ^ ^nfer 

3TRTcfr ^ imR ^ i?5t srf^nTRJciT "H^TRr ^ ^ ^ t I 

wf^ ^ ^Wht ^ 

i. R^inmcil ^ n ^r w ^^mrr w % wf^ f^nafrm ^ 

mfpiHTeJ' ^3ltrn ^ tR 34 ^ ;gTH% ^ 3TTf^^ ^51^ ^ 

't^^iraretjf ^ ^ cw cra> ^ g?t trifle ^ ^ aiiq^to 

MRf^fct^ll ^ ^ ^ 3RI 'H<M'll<^4> 'ticfidtp'i ^ ^ 3nl^ 

^ wr ^r afri^ ^ ^ ^f?r ?ra ^5^ 

^ t 1' 

ii. i^'^n 3TT^ Tm^ ^ - “jw ^ g5T^ t>T fcT^ ^ 3fmrat ^ 

mdH'M ^gc 2 P - ^ - ^s*c?j; i4i/3rR ^ ^ 6.154 ^ 

3T^[?TR 3.4 ^ 3T?rtfT ^ HldSlH gJT ^TTOm 3Tsf 

afr^mff ^ jmrar aift ^ if md4>{fvjl ;53?^ ^ aft 3.4 if 

^TTO gjRafif ^PT ^c^iaPH TTTfircT #TT ^nf^TJ I tn if ’TT^d ^ 

CTT ^f^PcT ^ iJc^iapH TSfTPT I 3PT: 

■m ^TF STT ft?' ^ aiiawliai ^ gzfm % ' aijT^d 3.4 if ^ TuftcT 

^ ft? yr-Tfclpff if gimif ^ Jj^^iap p aft ^ftpT aziKSTT aft ^ 
MHcll if aip|qi4 ^PT ftap "P^ % | 

iii. aRT: ^ijft? flffft ft p 5 Rftf ftt dqJcKT zqrazn ft ^jePftjp apj ^?ttp ptrt 

gRT pap 8 P, ajt^ ^ 5?^ ^fftapR fftPT pap ep ftftae' 

JPftaPTft aPT ar? prftc^ 4P vWT t ft? ar^ aiftr wJt PTPpo^ tRftPRaftt 
amft fPft ^ ft mu HRptiP vTtP pfto p ft if P^ ft Vtft^d (^(^aftu f t 
ftrpaft ^3P pft ftt PP wft fft: 

( i) ftftt, Tjft ajpftp, ddiKd, ftai^ ftftt ptI^ aflp ftp ftft ^tp^ 
ftftdftfif ^ ^ I 
( ii) appift if pjft ap^ t I 

( iii) arfcT ftftff PPRT Pfqaju^ pppwtcp t l 

iv. ^ PPiR vift^ aPSfft if ^PPS^ ^ ft ftrf ftft pft ^ t I P? IPftftfp? ft ft) 
P^^jfttP ft ftpf vzp aft PP) qiPHftft ^cP? ^JPcW tftpT PPT ft ftRlft P^ 
aarEfrp ftt ^ ftft ati'WftiP ftft ^PPTRT ft pft ft I dq^ctd PJRftf ft app prft 

ft ^ PI? fft^ ft PPcP ft ft) ftrft pyRPRPap ft^ pft ft I 
PT. PRR agr <jidlPI'H, pft ftiiMt 

( i) pkr ft ‘jdNi'd ft arjftp fftap ft fft ppp pfftmp ^ 3 ^ ft aft ft wtp 

^ fiPPiftftft ft arjpR fftaprft ppft pifft^ 1 
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[Part I —Sec. 1] 


3. ^ 

A. f^. ( H l d^t ) qn ftTTR 

(^) ^ ^TICT 


i) ^ 3P3l^ ^ ^ ifft ^ 3TmRT ^ ^ ^ I cm 

wnft ^ ^f^RT ^ t 3r9^ 2001 fsrr t \ ’itrt A ^rr?tT^ 

aTRT^ ^ TTTCT ^ ^FTmT i cfen ^ 1995 ^ EIR[ 9(^)(l) 

^ ^ ^ ^ cRRTT ^ WcIT t I I^PqW 4(l)(^) ^ ^ ^ 

3TRIRT ^ f3TT t ^ ^ ^ WcIT ^ 3ft7 ^ WSn ^ W(^ 

^ ^ ^ ?f?t ^ # I 

ii) 3TTm ?W ^ ^c?P 3lf?rf^ A ilR^lf^d "W t 31^ ^ t 

• '[ft ' ^ r ^c eF ^ ^3ft ^ ^ "^r mr i 

iii) gM 9(^)(l)(^) A ciftTTcT ^ MRnil^d Tfin # ^ ^ 

PiAiiRid ^ A ^ ^ ^ t I 

iv) W ^ dl'klf^ 3TTm Mldd'^tJl cFTT% ^ t I 

v) ^r?mT arer^ wHihI #5r^ f^niffcT ^ ^ afk ^ ^ 

f^rohi t I jfrwrt fmp ift arw # ^ ^ ^r f^ ^ ^ t 

HTcT 3T^ ^ ^ W WcTT t ^ aTTEfTcT ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

vi) ^ t?RT ^ ^r f^rf^ 3nter§t ^ ^ ^ f^ sttt ^ 

f^ ^ amiTcfr ^ ^ ar^ ^ ite g?T m afk cjiwf^cj? arrm ^ argf^ ^ 

?K ^arr l 

vii) vjtlVl al^ R^lfociJ c^l^l ^ WTcf 'U^iRd ^^RTT cpT ^JcTRTT '1^ f^^Jl 

w t aft^ "JT? yi'j’fcidJ ^ TfpBT # I ^iRid7icbd^aTf ^ vdd^idH c^PTcT ^ 

cfj^ ^ EZfH ^ w mr (f ^ ^ 

t I 

viii) ?rr^f^r^ ^ ^Rumtr ^r 'Hihm ^ aft^ 'dnm'lvddl ^ artem %r%T 

'ivil ^i41 ^ aft? ”TTc^ ^ IT?' (chill ^ ^i<4 aft? ?5TT ^ a'it 

?T>ft ?TFn5t jm ^ xfTfItT I 

ix) ^ ctilRricr) ?fraT ^ vidlldH ClIMfl ^ hI^cPcI’I ?rTiI cpci'l'il'l C^ 

vjdiLdH aft? dcit'Jtd ^ (^ ^?j;cft ^ to? armvw % vjt?to ^ftfto ?TTe?i 
to=r ?iTtofto £f[?T ^ ?toT?r w # toff ff ^ t chif^ch 

'Cit'Si ^ vJc'TR’ ^ I 

x) STTf^tot ^fff I?T cRZI IT? to? ^?^ ^Enfffl? % Riltdih iTT^^tM cTTiff cff 

TTJffljRTst 'WIHl'iJ ’Jc?! ^ ^FT a5t*ld i?? ^ ?fT ^ | 
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[VTFT1—1 ] 

grf^ cb|<<U|lrH«1> 5tk 3RT 

i) ^cRT ^ ^>PJ^ ^ cZIT^ ^ 

'jl>tif^ v^f^TcT f^nK '55^ fcHi ^TTc^ Giyi yj^Ria f^4T ■‘NI ^ I 

ii) ^ ift t erRT 12 ^ HRto ^ 4RurM ^ ^ 

5Rfrv5HT8t ^ ^ vSIRT ^97^ afR 7T^ 71^ JTNf^ Pi'Sib til % 

Prater ^ PHym PraPr ^r ^3c^ tor w ^ sfk tj? '^hcii^ 

TTTcfTcf cfTJ Pn^ si'll tufa's' I 

iii) ^ ^ PraPf ^r JTRte pwb«fl ^ TTF^ ?TTPr?T t I 

i'V) eTFRT ^ c|vj|g cnciy ^ vJcMlc^'i ^ cIMIcI WT^t ^ 3^ i-IICH *1^ ^ ^Tcbol 

t I 

v) PMf srPrPptrPf 4 ar^iTT^fr ^ ar^irPr ^ t Pf^ ^ H<4f?f?r ^ % Pr^ 

't7zrP?T ^rrf^ P^ 4IC^ ^ ■??T 3^7 ^yi^tl yyc^ vdtiVi JtiPl ^ 

^ I 

vi) ITR^ ^r cHlP^cb ^ ^5pRT T^ C^t 3pf?p^ ^tPrT ^ 3T^^ ^ t 3fR 

3imiPm w ^ ^^Ptct ^ ^ ^ 11 

vii) ^rWr 3T^ 3TFJPf ^ vilWcfi ^ fcfi? SblP^lcb ^ cTT? ^ 3Tli|1^''|^ Pfte^ 

3TrtBRT g?r «ff I ^ ^rPtH 2 cTM ^ (l efTGT ^ 

ffy i R^g p ^?fi^) ^ WFT ^ iTR^ RPMdl3^f ^ ^TT^ ^ v>r?^ ^ ^rar ^ 

♦iloii JfcTR '2 |t)' % Ri'M'^I ’IIc^'I ^ Pn? ^ 3HT^777^ ^ ■‘1^11 % I 

viii) All '5?Pr sr^r ^ cnqci io ■*?t.'c^ ^ ■'srPt % ^jRf^ •dic^'i 

'HIHl^il PRT cT^ 5000 Pt.^^ ^ ^ ^ t I 'Ep^ 3TP3j^^3ft ^ ^ 3TnJ^ 
f^^iffl 3Tr3p?^!Rp3Tt ^ pci'll ^ ^rrar P ^ sfrr ’TW^ tpt <7^ elMIcl Htydlil 

3TF3p^f>?rf3ft pj tttttP if 3TPmT t I Uf?l% ^77^ ^ ^ ijm#? ^T 

Mpi>wyMAbdi ^ HPif<a imm ^ % 11 

ix) >f'Kf>i«ib' PnspPf ^f AflPatb JidPiAii f 1 Pr^pTiM % ttctt ttcTctt t P^j stPt ^ ^ 

'§’ I "inf tTTc^ ■gsn % Pti Rf^ili, ^TRcTT 'dM-yVl, vicMK'l, Pi<7el Plfpl P <j[^ 
■ 5 $ % 3ff7 'AT?' PT7 31141101 P Piymc 3TT1^ '^ vSTPr 3raPT ^ cjlyid «Pl 4 3II4JIC1 ^3TT 
eT«^TAI?%?tTT^f^^t l^:irAr>ft T95TW AT? cfi^ f ^J^pT ^ 


31,33 Of/?jS;*-3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I- —Sec. 1] 


erfcT ^ t I ^ ^ ^ ^ 3 t^ ^ 

;jcp't1l*1 cpIhcI 'fl’cl ^ % I ^ *1^ ^ "^cItTTR '?f%cT <^'tl 

MRcbfcItT t I 

x) ^ ^ TTTI^ 1^ t I 

tt. gRT ^ 

Rilldcp cfEfT Tirf^T^jT^ctf SRT f^ ‘HTJ v^qlcKI aTJ^TEft ^ cTcJt vifTW ^ 

^ (^■qK Mqf %, f^'H 'tflHf cT^ ■^T PiqHi^'di'( 'tind ^ sftT *11*1^ yrn^ vaici^ 

^ mRuii^I ^ ■'M^Rid wpff tnr ^ ^ cfft M 1 1 

1. n i Fci^ifbTi^ ^ f^rf^, ^?n? 3<k ^pth 

nrfSraiT^ ^ ^ ^ ^JcqK, ^ afr? ^ 

^r ^ ^ %ziT w t I 3T?T: Intel ^ te^p 18.1.2002 ^ nr^te ^ 

mRuiihI ^r Tfsn #rt nir fte^ ^ ^ cp^ t 1 

^) ^3?qTg 

mtei^ f^te 18.1.2002 ^ iTRte Rrtel if teRter ^ ^r ^Rrn.i ^ 

Wr 13fR ^tet # I 

gter ^ ^ tester ^?cr ^ ^ ^pt srcrnr p?t % tete ^ter 
6i5'^«pdi5'3 (^RTRf^cp nm ijn If ^fr if9r), t stft cfr?" ir epiR^cp ^ffrsr c^ ^ istht 

iJTTcfT ^ I gjjfte I?^ 3T3Pl^te, ?ITWf cf^T aTRPlte 3lk R?m t 3frf 
ite ifn WTv3, 3R3?r$t WTur, ftetisr upf, ^pt^, 

d\n'^ 3fk ^TT^, te^, 3fr<?g ^ ^ ternt^, 

^Rirf^ iJl^ teFT ^Rff if ter UTFT t t 

cpil^ih ^?ftigT #tTT^cg? ^Rip arternn, 1975 ^ 28, 28i5.ii 

3fR 28.12 ^ ^ diftfi'd t I 3TTt ^ ^ 8 3Pte iPltew cfj 3?^^ ^ IJPTT^ 'tflHUJjedi 
^ 2815.1101,2815,1102 #7 2815.1200 ^ ^ d^^d % cteT, d^ff'^d 
^TT^fcTlP’ % 3^? '^^ qcfdld vjfTW ^ qiq< IR ^ if diwicpl^ ^ I 

gnfte ^ftFT ^ ddJidH ^ ntecfRft nterrart ste ^ nter, FrteF 
irterr irter srt ^ ^ ate 'Hv^ldK ifpft 3lk ^ ^ if ter im^T # i 

gnftev "m annTF art i^f ijr ^ ffct ter istt t afk nr 35 irteF gn 
ij?T >tflHi!y«r^ t I teiR ter if dhiRtic^ ter ^ te teR t 1 
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13) 

inters 10.1.2002 ^ jin^p ^ ^mpr ?ff: if ^ ^^1.2 

PlHI'^'HK WM ^ ^ 3ft? ^ ^- 

mter^ ^ ^ cfi?^ t ^«biciodt ^ ^ sr?r ^ifer 

CR^ ?T^ ^ ^ vJdllRd aft? ^ ^ Rijtfcld ^ T^ ?mR ^ t 1 ^ aft? 

dif^if^ci^ ^ 5 rfcr?«iN%T ift t aft? wte ^ ^ ddiil^d ^WT arraifrid ^ 
'dMilVl 1 ?^ ^ ?«TH ^^ ?^ t I ■ZTF vJcct^d ^T W t iblRtiib ?ft^ ^ W'd^'i^I 

17? ctt? yf^^iart 3 i«jtcT ^ sif^iii, vSiiiiM^JH hI^^ji aft? Mf^-yi ^ 

WT t I wf^'-u'iaft ^ afcT? ^ cTtM f^J^^diait ^ ?T4g ^r ^ ar^ ^ ^ t I 
^?T^ 3TcTM, cM wf^'iriaft fcT? vJdIKd c^FTcT ^ ^Gn?T 3tcR ^ t I -!JlRjibl<!bdt ^ 
^ ter 11^ gRT ^f^'d g?g aftfdKl?^ Pl^jtfcld d?g f^RFft ^ 3TsJ ^ '>ftd??THR 
g?^ t I 

^ ^ ^ gj?^ # ^ cf>d? ^ l^^d^ ^ ^ arg^ 1^ t f^ 
^iRichicj5dt3ft ^ cfPTcf aft? ;r%gT3?t ^ if ^ ar^JTH c^nn? f i ^ gg 
t % ?m ^ a?5?n? cM f^PiHtui nf^J^nart t' ^ 
gjt ^r aid? t aft? ^ yg^R y?^ yf^ ^f afd?y??r c?ftcT "ift t i 

f^ratcTgj gRT g¥ ar^;^ %gT ^r^n t iiR^ftg vjdii<’*1 ^ yi?? g?frRg ^ ?cih ^ t 
3ft? "Jig ^ cKi'iRd g5t It? cznyR gtRT g?^ t aft? gd ygy? gg ' i ' lffeg; ?fr5T ^ 
'S'dl'lgd ^ ?P?g gr^ ?Tg ?RqK t I Pigtdch ^ gg gcTPJT t gPT^ ^T gF?fr^ 

gT^t ?TFnft aft? g?t ?fg-'ddllg y'ld^ I yt^d: ggf^gj gTefRtg ^ dcMKd ^ 
?m gg^ gTcn ?Tg Njggg t I 

v3hx1cki 3?3^ gjT ^ gR% ^ grg yrf^tgg^ gg ^ gR^ t gralf^ it. g^ ^t ?ft 
gKR Rytdg7 ^ ?ftgt ytoiaft ^ cTTggt ^r arg? gg ?i^ 1^ t g^nf^r, ggi gpg 
Rgtfrfg ggTTg aft? gifrg gRT 'g'dllRd vlcMK g?f f^gtggTart ^ f^Rtt 3Tg? ^ gR' ^T g^tf 
ggi gi^f ggr t I Rgtdch gRT gg 3TT?g gg ift g^ grgr g^ fcggr ggr # gg^ RmtRg 
g?g aft? gRT ggriRd g?g yR?KTTgitg g^ # l it. g^ fr ?tt gT?T Rgtfrfg g?^ ^ 

gT?g ^ TITgg^ gT?T ?TTgRr yTgg^ ^ ^ gT^ Rijtfcid g?^ aft? g^; glffg gT?T ggr iRd g?g 
gg T?g5 ^gt ?«TTg yg-f^^ld 1%gT ggT t I 

f^gg^ yaiTgg^ ^ g^tf yr^ g ^ g^t 1 ^t 1^ ^ yrter^t g?Tg5t ^ gR^ f aft? 
gg grg^ t Rgg 2 (g) ^ ar^gR wr ^ adi i Rd g?^ aft? it. g?j; ^ ?ft grg 

RgffcTg g?^!? ?TgTg # I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—^Sec. 1] 


18 . 1 . 2002 5rRf^r5j pTSjiBjl if ^ ^ ^ 

V.2 m FROT PlHI^'HN ^ t- 

■inf trrter arR ^ ?fRT ^fr ^ 

t I TTTtor ^ ■?FTbH 4^ ^ %., 4 ^pRRi' S^lc4t^ ^ f^.,Jj^yM 

4 ^ ^ ^,f^.,^, 4t%Fr ts fcT., alt? 4 ^ 1^., 

gRT ttttt t I ’ft % i\\\i\^\ ^ ’T^f ^ I yif^^'.ft ^ 4(3 

Wf t to ’Tfrfr NjrMicjchl ft qit^wi ^ ?r>to tor % ton ^ 
vJcMK-1 ^ 32.6% t aft? ??TfcR[ W MIdHfttft (ftUHM'cft ^ fftnn 5 (qT) eft? (?j) 
^ a[^?n? ^ aft? 4 nrtor ^fr nRft nn armR ft i ^ ^^fsrrcT ft) A. 

f4cr?r tftfftcjre?! ctJ'wtoRT, nrferiBT, 4 to? nnfto) f^. to?, ft. 

(jrift^xrn fcT., s34t?n aft? ft. arm ito ^n4 icT.. ?rtoT ft ftt mtor nn ?Fto tor 

ft 3ft?ffftcr ?to n?^ ^ ft i 

sfiltJcDi^ n? w?ft ft fftj fftRft tjycj^ ft nrf^^ ^ nftt fft^rr ft 

^?Tlen7 nrton^ ffttor iftft ^ ft vieiVi ^ nft nRft ft aft? 
iRpift ft «!j il ^ ' 4)toi &m aft? arjfTR ?Tft ^ ft aft? tor 2(^) ^ arj?^? 
^j^tn ^ nfft fft^' ^ “'“'ft ft I 

2. nren mto 

wfttoR to?R ft 'HiHM Tj?n 4 ^ ft nft nft totor ?n?R Wr ft 
fftj ft?Rt n^cR tocT toftf (cpj; 4 4t) ft w ^?ftnT 8fT f?t) ft?T ft ?to ^ nft nftft 
’Eftc^^ tot to ft ft I nF ftt nm ft % nrtom^ ^ ft. ftt ?ft 4 to ^?ftnT nft 
nf^fjfcTcT 'jnTKn cTFTcf ?iftt tof ft aft? nIftftraHT f4ftft nft nftt ?rnn?rr tof ft ■r?t ci<t 
fftnto nn n^ntot w? nn ?to ft i fftnW ft ftt ^?itnT ft fftj ^rct aft? w? ft 
f3tot ^ cRFm ft wftt alcR ft 4t toto) ?ft5T 4 tt to w Jrg^ ?to^ ft i 

ffttor tor^ ?4t srt jR^n 3'Mft<w fftftto ^ to tor ^ n^nrer tortot ft io 
aft? 11 RidH? 2002 nft fftqto) ^ to n? ?TRrm ton en aft? toto) ^ jRrr fftftto 
aft? antof nn atotor tor ?FFr fftcra^ n^ft ^ tonait n? ^Ito Iftw ton sn i 'Hihm 
T jpn ^ ffttor toft toj; tom 3ft?fftto2p ^ to? ’fj torm fftftto ^ sum ft tor 
f'?, M i R i to t ft tor ^TFR ft 10 aft? 11 ftoFi? 2002 'Hr^mn to ^ fftton 4 aftfttot 
^nr to n? ?TRnnn ^ tom ??t wr 'HoMilftd 'Hhm Tjen ^ fto ftto tr 4t nft 
^amr^ ermn ^ ?to ftft nn torn en 1 
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yif^iihi^ ^ wct)«5)ch^ui ^ sn % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

®TT ^ cfidit ^ WET 3T4f^ ^ ^tyid ^ f^spt 'T^f ^ 

eft I Rjjidcb ft ^ en % cnw ^Mt aieftcT ft^ ^ tj ftt ^ 3ft ^ 

^ clft ^ TTTJfT ft ^ ^ 7T^ «ft fftjs^ ^ftrr^ TT^ ^ eft | HlRl<*)|ft ft ^ 

fftWft 3lk ^lEfJR ^fTc^nfftcT 3Tf^ OIH ft ft^ ftT ^ ^ feP? -^im 3T^ 

^ w Ejft ddJifld cTFm *** ^5T^/ftt.^^ EfJT wrft ftft ^ «n 3fk 

^ ^ 'HIHIWJ *** ^ ^ ft 3TTEpfeI?T W t I 

mterft ^?rfr ftr^ ^ ft % ^ fft^^W ft fft^n en % urtg aigfft ^ 

Eft?H ft 72% Efft aw wfm TT7 WcR ^ ^ SIT ^ ^<5? WT^ ^ 3mwT ft en ^ 

% difiiif^c*, ddJidH I Mch<?lcbyui ft Hl^tchi-Sl ft 21^ WT ejT fftj ^ WR 2ft aw wftn ^ 
^ ^ ^^aR'wra^ w 2ifT wcH t aft? 21 ^ fft? ^ ar^ ^ ftt?PT ETR^rifta^ wrft 
cTFTcT ^ ?TTWr ^Jc^T 2f3T ffteftTR ^Rft IftR fftW 1ftT2n ^3THT ft aft? ??TfeR WET 3Rlft ^ 
ftt?R fli'WfftEh WK^ ft^ armR ^ apm aft? ^ihm ^ Iftxn? 2j5?ft ^ ?T 2 ftcT 

Iftzrr aiT I 

wilftEbrft ftt^ 2 ^ ft fftj Pi^fdcb ^ 2JF fft^ w ft fftj WET arglft fti 
ftt?H ^ 72% ^ aRTR fti^ ^rftaR vjdllcid efT cMT ?T2i^ ^ ft?n ft 

ffti 72%I ^ ^citT-hftauT vJdlIdd ^ 25TT ?rW ft Plijjdch gT?T 21^ ftf ?T^ fft>2IT W 

ft fftr 21^ ?w ^ ft fftf ft fta ^ fft2M 2fft ?mTRT ^ ^ arren? ^ ?!5 ct 
ft ?rafft^ g2ft ^ WT ft I ^ 2f>?ft ft ft iTBft ftt 3Rft 

?TFTF2T ’J?2I eft gift ft tttt 3T^M ^fft ?t2ftcT fft>2IT ft fft? Efft 

Tift gft sqpT ft ?23ft ^ ^Ruiifti ^ ^'?ic^-^jjfTtoTft arjftgt 
2fft d'lc ^T?ft ^ '-i?did ^tiTift ft ffti 'jil'd ar^ift ^ ftt?H, fftra 'tRTqiTRJ^iJi 2T2n ft, 
WnRTT ^ El'I'WRdi aPTcf eft OTElift ftt yTftffttt? ft aft? fftr? W ??TfcT^? 

«^e"gi<iT?'1 ^ JlftrSHTeJ fftw? "WT ft I MlRl<ni'<1 2f^ ftt 'ftf^ ^j?ft ft fftj fft2ftcT^ gft 
deehid #g ^ ftl?H WET 3T^ ^ Rfftn ftft ^ t[^ fftgtr ft Eft ?igft ft ftt 

arrWf Eig w ft i crenfft ftRift ftat ^ MWi ef^t ^^rar ftft ^ wglddieJ, 

Mlftlcf^iyl die Ef7?ft ft Pleild eftt Hl':<l ^ ft kiRiiii fta ft vjRlcI ftt?RT fta 

HeiRmi ftr ?r 2 fKn ft i ftm arerfft ft ft?PT HcIRmi ftt ftftiftift aft? ai'dmKui 

cZTNT? fftElftr ftka ft fftftr ft ?ft WR MRchf^d a ' RT^ ’jar ft 'HS>H’^R l d ftfft 

ft I intoift 2TF ft 2Fj?ft ft fft 2jf^ ftMvjPTT Rftft ft arpR epRtcT ^rRftRHd aw 
Vi 4 ft Rid I cfiT ft ?ftft fftETT vJtIdl ft ft Vi Rid ar*T nRft vJi'll Rftc ft efRcfjjftifi ^Jfpq' ftTyj I 
T^aftft q? iiRftRid am ?er w ijeftw fft2jT w vhihm ’jar ft g i R T Efi i ft ^ 
MRthRid vdHM ’jar ft ?r??t«rfftcT ftftn i am: rftftarft ftW 2 f^?ft ft fft ftlft arftft ft 
ft?H wwT ftl 2 jiwfc|eh ama ft aw? ^ ft^afem vhihm ’jar ?Tar ft Eiftfft ft 
ftaft fta ftt fftftft ft 3wft ft ?TTer fta> ftfj ft ^gftRm ftft ft ^ >-iRftvjiH i Rftft ft 

3T^?TR?mm ft I 


??TftT’7 mterft ft aiHM ijar eft *** araa/ftto aa yniRid fftw ft i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 

(w) ftiihr 

MlftliTil’Jl ^ RchC'l ^ ^Rld RbiJI •'Nl ®IT Pl^jTdcp ^ vjIM 

3T^ ^ #?PT Rrafd g>tw ^ t 3l^ cIcM^^dld ^ 3T^ ^ 

arj^r^oT ^ 3 tfiW *** ^rtt/^o ^ m t i Rntai ^ 

W , #tTT, -<^0 ^ ^ C^FRT m\ ^ ^ 

RtRft ^ ****, "***, *"*, “** ^ “** ^ 

^ ^ ^ c^ ^ ^ 11 

^ l^fT vjF fi ^ 3TTETR ^ ^PTRIPTT gfR RrqicT g5t^ ^ **** ^TeR/^O ^=T 
^tRt ^ ^ 5R^ t I ifTtor^ ^ ^ ^ arj^ ^ ^ ^ ^|f% 

S(R ^ RrzrfcT cfittid ■^ * * * * >sicl'i/^0 ^ ^ <T>'<(^ ^ H'^ld cb'<c1 ^ I 

3RI Ptilidto/vltMltJtft 

35Rr 3EH??fn?r Pl^’icI TI^/ vJcMKiihl ^ ^ ^ ^ SUPT ^ Rp 

^ t afr^ ^ ^ ^0 c^) ifr 'fPT^ M. MiRicpi^ 

^r ^0 ^ 1^ ^ RryjRd wtri ^ ^ Riitdcbl/'scHiqipi ^ 

■^PT il'tdld r^4l filT I 

cbR’dIdI "SR ^ ^ "Ptg ^t, Piq'idcpi/'dcMiq4>'l 

^ ^iRtcT ^ atdM^ ^ ^ ^ ar^irf^ ^ w\ 

t £[r ^ '■* ^STcK/Tfto 'spr MR^Rra t i ^ 

arg^ ^ ^ ^ ^ «hR>aHi' sr tr Rrak cf?tifpT ^ **** ^sraR/^o ^ 

^ t I 


vjq^ ^ arrmr ^ wp ptRh **** ( 47 %) qRcpf^d ^ t i 

3 , mCH ■ W'HM ^Jc*I ^ R<jfd qfl*Td pci'll 

hiR I 'P I ^ ww ■5fR^ f Sche'^ f^cTpJi f^RiH f^o«i“^ pert c^ ^jfrer 

3T^ ^RH Ao cRjiMf RmfcT gn^ ^ ^ f^ren^ ^ ?RRr stt i 

i^ i l^ch i ^ A ^TT^ ^ i-iRmg r ^ gi^ Mcfg> srt ^ ar^M g^r a^R 1^ 

SIT, f^SRpt 3TPTRT ^ ^ ^ gi^ ^ WR\ TftPT^Pcp tRq=> aTf^lRRTT, PT=T%I 

^ gp ^3^!7R "w aik wg ^ T^ng ^ ^jpgigpT ^ fcp? 

^ gj^Nt ^ A Rpptr g^t f^if^ gmf i Rrato ^ 
f^puT Trgr «it gfrg argf^ ^ 41'in aiNid/Rgld g ^ g^ Rrrg ^ grgg gg 

g?i^ ggrg g^f t afrf W w ^ an^ g?t 5 RT ^ ^ ^ ^rgi^ f 1 ^ A grterSl 
^ affg g^t nt^art ^ gr^ ^ g^frg ^ ai^^ g^r ^ fW gr 1 grtor^ 
% gf iff ^ f^RiT 8TT ■^ggrg’ ^ ^l^ifcRg g^f grgg^i^ gitg cf> mh^ nn'Tlg 
Tj Yajdg wiigTdg ^ gg’ l^r^tg ai^g"if4ci fcpgr ggr % gif^igg?! gw ^ ^ grg^ # 
1^ grgg grf^ g5t ^ggr f^lMr ^ g^ arpft t g aggrcfr ^ 1 




[MFT 1 — 73^5 1 ] 
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intor^t ^ ^ 3^3^ gf?r ift ^ tor 1 % ^ ^ 33 ^*^; ^ ^f^RT 

f^iJI CfT cfilMd 3T3^ ^ cr>cflcTl ^ 3tt7 WEf 3TEft^ *lie'4 EIt^ 

3TTTjfM EF3T 5R?I^ ^ CTT I ^ ^ ^ t^ff^FT 

Pltikurt jrSR^r %HHIc|5 ^ Pi fk^v^ sMI^c^U'd, ^SITTTFT, WFjftcT pi ^'iRiJI 

arroifto Tfrarrf^t, 3i'if^iji, ^ TruRRHr, ^ p ^ ^hc^'H t ^ 

fpp ^tTrct ^ ije^iEp^r P jRilviFnsiJ 3jk cTNFEmr ^ ^ E^ 

ifr f^rf^ EfWr P ^ f?rw f^Ejr t i ^ ei? ift ^ t 

aTTSitEfjT k Ift TTNcT P f?R!vS[ k|-4dill ill(^4^ ^ eTFT^ fPP Ej^ P\ipxj\ ^ 
!iij1vjni«t fikPi EjWf ^ f?tw I^ett 8JT I qrdEf^rq m ^Pc^art P 3i^^^-2.i ^ 
^r, ^ ^ # % tR^ p mmp fk^ e^ ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^^3it ^ c3HT ^Rld fcbilT etEIT ^ I cTSEJ’ ^ 'df^dl/Plf^dl E[?RRT 

33^ ^ eft gffiTefr k ER^ ^ afk ^ k c3^ Eft ^ 4 Cff^df^eT ^ atfet 

ErofJt ^ 3tt yfTxf 3T^ ^ ERF? ^TTfet ERgij itEift E5R ^T^Rff t I 3RT: Mll^lchT^ 

-mP t 4o EN^tJl'tft P ^f, RicfJ^, 2001 P areifcT 33fm ^f w 
anEM^ E^ w ^ ^ (et^) w 3 ff7 xrtwn l^5rfT^ ej^ 1^tep^ 

Efy 'di’a ^ ^ ^ ciiyl'ia cnivil Meet ert 5r | wc^k hiI^ci ER^aft ^ >FTW ^ 
^aft P Pm Tjof ^ ^ xpf antflr c^ ite ^ ^ eft aff? ^'hI^ ^r 

iTtif^d EfWr er ^ ;rctt^ ert m\^ wm t i urtor^ P: wk\ t fr^ 

HT^iR ^ >df^c;i ^ 6^A ^ ^ t^TEftcTER EfR eTE^ cREI 'RERR f^ER "RER t%> vjffrf 

aTEff^ E^ ^t^ 3ft 1?Ep ^RE5 R3r Eftv^^ «R I RTtorft ^ EfR^ f fcR PmtdO^' ^ 
^f^% cT aREtTcT ^REf^ fPP P Pk RTtte^ ^ ^ aRER^ P RTR^ 

ff f^rotET ^ kP ^ ^3f^ RTR^ tPfP RHitET ^T^cF Fl'EHcm e[RT aT^Rtl^ 

■RER CR aft? Ei^ T?gi rfrM rf^ ert f^Ei ^ p ^RUT JREI 8 F: y mPtcR t I 

sntei'ft ^ wki t wmi ^ ^f Eraf?r k gR: arR^ arg^eff 

RtT dtexlRI % PidtdcR ^ ET? v3e^E3 f^jER ^ 'lied Hlf^d E^ Plyf'i'JI ^ feF 
tit ' rjR f ^tRK ETR RFRM ^JcER wP ERT fftERteR Eft^^d P\ t ERffflR TRRR 'FT # 
EfEfrf^ RFR RTf^ ^ fPm P fP\ 3ft qiddM RR WTR Pl t I 

RE:^: EftRT^^ arftrf^EF EfttgRTOERfflft^RT^^i ^g^R^RER ^f^RT t I 
arteift dMiVERT arg^ Ejtt Pz wki ^ rtr wP t 1% e^clI^EiR P eef^ k 
RF%r REJRRR FTERcTO ^ ai'^Rtf^ RER t ^ yif^TcRlft k Mr EfttRcT Eft Piy^u) 
Eft f^rf^ rWT ERT kp fp\ SR I ft#RT ^f ft RRdRER pP RER «R f% 
iterft ^ ET? ^ t rerrrr f^rf^aft Eft Rrf^ ^ er f i EfttRR 

Ri^ RKR g3«^3ft eftt dl'WRlib RTftE? E^ ^Ef RjRftt WI RR aiRE t I f^tERff ^t dfceHRdd 
t f?|7 gcFT “ "MT i RI^ ^ Efft RRit RT%T R f?R 3RZRcfr ^ W ^ I t^TERff ^f aRfr EI^ 
3fr df^tfidd t f^ R^tReT gd^flddl P WpP ER# fiFFraft e^ t^, Rc^T^ RF^ 

goff E^ armN R7 ^ 'RtR RTF 1 JRterft RT^ f f^ RitRcT Rf^ Eft RRM ^ 

ER RF RffRcT R7 ^ t f^TR^ ^3litR R^f Stf^ ^ Ef? R«R 
RRR aTRf^ ^ RTf^ Rft RfT RRRft t, RcEJfilT R?cR RR R# t I ^ Eftf ERF k 
'?E3et RRR aidltj eft ^tRR RFTR ejfT RRT f^FtcT EfftRcT Rf^RT ^ ^fR R^t Rf gEFT 
E1IW(^R> 3TTERF,^25^ ^ ^ to RtI Rt t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


ifr ^ 7^ fSjyjyui ^ ^ CTT?^, WTR, 

cT®n ^filR-yi 3n^ t ^ ^ ^ t #fT^ 

7^ ^ 7^ ^ 5nter?t ^ ^ ^ fc=raT % ^ 

(yjigRa) sJt 'jff^ STTfl^ ^ f^vj ^ Piiiici cplnci I 

3RW, ^nter^ IT? ^ McT^j ^ ^ ^ tjcIt 

3Tp!r5n?T f^iji *n ^ tutct ^ ^ arnjf^ ^ ^ '^fttst 

TRT 8TT I yil^icbi^ ^ ^ ^ (6) Tft wrM f^nrRt cfj arj^-1 ^ 

aiffiK; inters ^ f^r^ ^5tHcT cmr 'diHM ^ ^ ct^ ^ ^ 

^rrf^ Piy^Rct wn t I ^'Hf^ t' ^ wj ^ 

WS(, TfRcT ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ vdi4H<tl gRT ’T^ ^ 

RylRd % I 3TcT: Mll^tibl^l ^ viM^lcW W TT^ T3?T fr'cirftJT ^RfcT ^ ^ ^T 
t I 

^ fM^ Rm Rtri^^'R t :- 

TT^T ^rrf^ Rtfe wiRichi^ Mcr afR ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^jRrT cT^ cF)^ I 71?^^ cZIRR^ ^ m\^ 'HHl'Tlcir chRym 

TT Cf5t vilTlT^ sfRTmRm ^ WMftr g> clrt Tjf c^ if ^ ^5mpft I 

vSff atcR cpImcI ^d’^l^cll T7 5nTT^ 'Slelc^ ^ \3^T^ Mc^cp ^ 71^ ^ STTETR' TT 

^^Rict ^ ^ I 3tcR ^r ^ (jRTtiH, Tznw ^ ifrte 

^ 3T^ ^ 3TcR tttRtr f ^ gcTten cf^r ^PTf^ cir^ ^ yc?f^ 

^ f I 

^ ^ TTift RniWr/^?ciT5;g^ c^ 

w-u'IvjhivJ ^ 3T7rf^ 4 “mf^ afRTH ^ cj?r RiTitqT ^ '{ira«ii^d 

T^3Tt ^ SiRlHiPid 3lW cbR'dHI ^ T? RTt^cT ^ ^fTM ^ ^ I 


P|q|'iclcf7V'ddHld<4’'i 7^ fcTV 4lciH HiHjH ^ddl ^ I 


pTiltcT^ 

dmM (^m41) 

'Slel'C/^O^ 

PiTjtd 7Kt*Td (^41) 

'Slc1'</4tcd 

c^ % WT 4 

Hldd Hlf^d 

Wf 

^0 cPd'i f^HI^'iM' 
(7F!JM) t^. 

ir * * -k * 

-**#«■-* 

42 

<3Tei’< ^ 

Ptiltdcp/ deUldcb 

* -k -k -k * 

* k k k k 

47 


4. trg ^RU||c4ldb wr 

vS'^'iteifT Rm-n, 3T^-|| 7^ ^ ^ 5Tf^ C^ ^ if TT TfTfT WT 

^ eft ^m^R ^ t^tTSP^ ' . TTf&eT 3TRT^ ^ tf TRTT 

cf7l*idl TT 'ddcft 5RTR cT5TT M<4)K ^ clX^3ft ^ 
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aTTOTcfr ^ wRo|i4l 5PTT^ cfszft TR f^-cjK ‘^'<cl ^ vsaVi ^ flfffcT 

^ ^^iiP^d I ihiHdT -qr ■qrfor sTPrraf % ■qr ■^ft^ wt ^ ^ 

■qrrqr STMTq^ 'JIIOI qiHiO sqPTr^ % °M<.''i 'TTTW ’^* TT*TR q^sft <t)l*T^Y 

^ ^5^ ■^f ■^' ^ ^<?#?5Ffrq pKIfild 371^ t 3T«T^ ■=T^‘ 3Tem W TRiK % 

3TRrat ^f 3r?mT ^crrarft^ ^ f^rara^ anf t 3Rj«n 

^\H-€ 3nt t ^ 3HJ«TT ^ Tit ^ I 

^ ^3^ Wf 3TFJjclt ^ OTT^I ^ ^ ^ FT 

PrilHHcfl ^ 3T^-II (iv) 3T^TTR ^ 'Hci^dcb'l q? Wi m>^ t # ^ 

m HTTR t ^ ^cF^, «TOT viq'ijtq, fi>£f?r ^TTiiT, ^ ^raxTT, 

Ff^, ^ F!n 3nf^ I 

^ ^ arf^ ^ ^ ^?T t, ^ t f^ qidH>!lfeil f^riFft ^r 

W W t:- 


" 4l'Wf2l'!b ^ T3cT^ ^ Prerfqui cT«it ^ ^TWR q? «iq?qT 3fR V3^ ^cT 
3n^, WTF amqr q^ar 'ti'H'Rni ^ armiq q^ i qf^f^rW ^ ^ 

qf^nqiRgwT ^cq^ ^ qr^ ^ f?fi# f^if^ qq cffq qq ar^qrq crqrqr qnqr qrflq 
3ff7 ^ sTRT^qq# qrf^ qrqq ^ arf!r qf^ l >!i i >kif^q7 5^1% ^ 
q5t ^ WT ^r qqcFcTq ^ ^ f^fer gitor^ 3RI qrat ^ 

PiHfcif^d qJNq^r qr f^qR q>^:- 

(qr) qRq ^f qrfer OTimtr 3Rqf^ ^ tR qfr qqf^ tw ^ q^ ^ sriqicff q5t 
^tqrqqr q^ qqPcft I 

(^) arf^TRqq Piiildl q5t qqif^q qr?^ c^ qRr f^fqfq qiqTRt q^t wcrqqqr q?r eznq 

^ ^ Mqqr ^ arq^r ^ qqfqr ^ Piqqi^qVq siqqy q^ ^trt^, qq^^ ^ 

#TT iTR^ftq qr^TR q^ qqt^T ^ ^ qt fq qrfeq m^\^ q^ ^qqrqqr qq 
1 

(q) qqf snqjcT ^ qWr qq ^ qn qF t f^srqqq q^tq^ q? qqqqq^ sRrqr 
qq H f c w qqrq ^ q«rT ari^rf^ anqi^ q5t qtq q^ q^t ^Tpqrqqr ^!3Fq sfk 

(q) qrm q?t qq q^ q?f i 

wiltichi'<) ■qrf^qjTqTqt gKi qsqcTO qRqj qq arf?T sricp'^ q?t qrrq '•ft q^ 
q«q ^Jcqiqqff f^F#r arrw ^ qrter qq qqsfq sn qsq arq ^qqqq^ 
qrm sqfq ^ q^qrq qqfqr qq«fq f^^qr qr ^ qrq^ ^ PiHf^Rad anl^ qrq^ 
qft Hicn f^qi't':- 
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1998-99 

1999- 

2000 

2000-2001 

(1.1.2001 ^ 
30.9.2001) 

qif^^d 

.*ldl 

723564 

729100 

729100 

546825 

729100 


528367 

669488 

675681 

492653 

656871 

tilHdl vciMijVr 

73.02 

91.82 

92.67 

90.09 

90.09 

M 

450729 

530357 

536339 

382758 

510344 

nrf^ 

^XXXX 

W.X 

XXXX 

XXXX 

xxxx 

MTRT 

* * ♦ * 


* * * * 

* * * * 

★ * ★ ♦ 

ellMW^TlI 

* * * * 

It * * -k 

* * « * 

it it it it 

* ♦ ♦ ♦ 

Jd 3imid 

94452 

86743 

73621 

29022 

38696 

cli'd'i ^ 

3TRRT 

0 

0 

0 

3202 

4269 

arniTcfr ^ 
?Tv5TRf%^ 

0 

0 

0 

11.03 

11.04 

-m (T?^) 

1509061 

1461626 

1496113 

1111110.345 

1481480 

<TFf ill «IMK' 
Qi'wi 






fm ^ % 

WT it 3TFIT?T 

6.26 

5.93 

4.92 

2.61 

2.61 

iTFT ^ % 

TTPlkR 

29.87 

36.29 

35.85 

34.45 

34.45 

Tltn % 

^ d^d'! 

^ 3TRT?T 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.29 

0.29 


(cfj) 1998-99 ^ 450729 1999-2000 ^ 530357 

cWr 2000-2001 ^ 536339 ^ # I 31^ ^T, ^if^ch fsTtot 510344 

^ # I 

(^) ^3^TJfPT 1998-99 cj^ 73.02% ^ 1999-2000 # 91.82% cTaJT 2000- 

2001 92.67% ^ ttitt t I ^ 3T^ #, '34'^'!^ 90.09% 7?T t I 
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(^) WTT^ 1998-99 ^ 528367 ^ 1999-2000 669488 ^7^ cTeTT 

2000-2001 675681 ^ t I ^ 31^1^ 656871 ^ 

^ t I 

(^) 1998-99 5nf^ )0(>3C'^/^^ ^ ^ 1999-2000 

X)O0CW/^?^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ XXKXv-^/^?^ ^ ^ t I ^ ^iRPT 

XKXX 7^ I 

(^5,) 3iqltJ' ^r f^^TcT f^sr^) WiIkI ■^-SricfcPH^ cjftTfcT ^ WT ''1!^ cfiiyui 

^ ft? I 

(^) ^3Tt ^ mm 1998-99 ^ 94452 t?^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ 8674J 

t?^ ^ 2000-2001 ^ 73621 ^ W t I ^3Tt ^ 3TFITcT ^ 3T^ 

(snt^fcl' 38696 ^[TT^t) ^r ^r22R 29022 ^ W t I 

(i5) 2000-2001 ^ ^ mm ^ i wet 3t^ ^ f^rafcRP srt 3202 t?TT^ 

^ f^RjfcT ^cTRT W m ^ uTTET 3T^ ^ft^T^' ^3TT E^> ^ aTPirat ^ 11.04% ^ 

t I ^ ^ arrai^ IvSp# ^ ^f^icT l^fnn w «it, ^ 3?^ ^ fcHi 

^ wnjof t 3it7 3% PlWiRd '^ddM ^ ^ 3ri^ ^ I 

m inters ETF ift ^ EP^ t ^ W7 ^ PlijidEh % PpofcT E^ W'lflojdivJ mcfte d^ 
^ t?^ ^t^nr wrf^ f^En % Wif^ ^kr ^ fF-^rtsfR ^ f^i^c ’tft ^ i 

ET^qH aPTcTT d«fT ?Tef Ef5 T^lfed 3TFn^ E^ gRT d>WcT <1?^ E^ EPR^T, M l Plch l ^ 

tTT^ f dnR ^ Ppirf^ “HRd ^3TT ^ ddlldEftI ^ t?^ 4Hp 1 chd E3cRT 

t I 

(?T) jnfirEpT^ ^ Ep# f 1% ^pcR ^ Mw ^0 dfJcR icmriB Ep^rfr w^TEn **** 
tSTcR/tpi^ -a^ 3Trl7 cfft t PSRTcfit uTm ^ tR ^ cf5 cf?r efi ! grf ^ r -^ etf 
dtd EFR^ t 1?P EJ^r ffRcIT ^ cTCCr Ef>r EZJPT 7E3^ ft? WcEf'JtA t 1% dK. 7 EI^ dtd 
13ff7 REjfdch jrmPrdj dk 77 ezjtitr ^r 13fr7 ETRd TT^^d l^f^FT ^ cf^r 

TTO dTf3Tt dd Prak EP7 7?T t I 50^1^ kd cpk % % L| | eH>^Ei1 kETl iH ' d^^ Cfj 

3Tf^-|| ^ 3Tf7fR <1'l'Wlc|ch srk Ef5t 3nWT dT^ HNd'Sl ^ T?cp E?? f % cfEp ETRd ^ 
dfkd 3TrEncff Ef5t d^tf dBEdtJ^jf ^ d7 t dfr d5cdtj4 dt ft? 3TTdTd Epk (^rqtkdd) d5t 
TTETTddT d?r fkd dRdT ^ I ^ Ttd^ ^ dlkEP'f^ ^ cpk # f?f> 77 EiTt v3nd c^ 
PrdkEP Ao dEJ^fTft ^ ^kd fkETT STT fk kdtd ^ dTTdft ^ 3Tdk dT^ ^ 
dRd d?r Tc^r?EP7 3TRf M ^ t I TTkddit kdEPktf^3t^5d^^ ^iTH 4o 
dEJ#{ft ^ dt? tj^ 9TddT ^d^t3ft7Ej^fk^dfft 3Tdk dTcft ^ 77 
f?pen7 EPT^ ■% TTdTd ift, 3lf^Rdd afTddT t # 1% Pld^dcp ^ TRT 3Pd ik- 

'df5ql<j)a ^ diT kdit ^ dTdW t I fTT TTdEf ^ TT^dd^t ^ Tdidd kdTW d?t srf^EJT 
^ dlfm ^ fkt? dd 3rjM Eft kd fkEd t fk #dft7ft3df t?;5 t?tf? ^ 3TfdR 
3TdTj^, 2001 ^ TTeJ, 2002 ^ ^ TTd^ dTfaft eft 17000 T?d^ Eft 31^7 Epr EPd7 ft 

dRd dft PnftcT f3TT ft I EJ^ ftf ^ptd f^ETT dEH ft fk 3dd dTEElte Tcffdf ft 2002 ft 

diftd 30,000 t?dftt TTTdftt dd fftdk fftdkd^’ glTT %Ep dEJT ft 3^7 dftdft dddft dJd Tftt 
ft I Tlkddft §'dfcHt? ftrd dRft ft fk dfk 3Tdtft ^ ^tTTd fftk 3202 7d^ dd ftdd f3n 
STT, d|td 3Td1ft ^ TTdTd 3Td^ 2001 ft dlft, 2002 dd? 13633 t?dftt 37^7 dd f3d ft 
ftt d^Edtjft dft ddtdT ft I TTfftddft ?7Tf^ Tift ft fk fto dEJ« E^ TRT 3Tdft ftk 
ddT ftf 7Td?r dTf 3ft dft TEftrr ft7-7ftftdTfKT dTdT fttft ft dCfT dftd 3Tdfft Eft TTdTd Tlfftd 
dTf3ft Efft d7 STdftftd? fttft ft Erg" TTEfteT fftR TfT ft fft? STTdIcI Efft Pepd dfft^ ft 
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^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WTTcT ^ OTin^ cf^r E2IH ^ ^ 

qiwf^cp ^ ^ ^ ^ % I sHtia "ift f^*1 ITT 'Jli'q 3iqltl ^ HSfTiici ^ 3iq(tr ^ 
3TT^ ^ t ^gJ^TcT ?Rcft t ^ 3TT^ ^ ^ cf^tTRff ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ I Jilted ^ inf^ ^3Tt ^ ^ 

cj|>Mf^«ib flETf^ cl5t 3TT7rafjT # I 

5. 

M l l^<!bl^ ^ t % #0 iTT^ ^ 1?lrIIT t f% ^31T^ WT^t 

R^fllcn ^rrar ^ ^ cWT tT^cj^ '3tlVf SRf f^qi 3lE^f^qi SET^lti^T ^ I ^ 

f?jy^iT ^ HNtilii arnjf^^ait ^ tfft^ ^ 4o nicHibl ^ irfci ctftct writ 
3Tc?jte % I ^0 ?f^rcT W t 1^ MIci'lM ^c^P g^TTW 

^ MfclWyicHiPdl ?T^ ^ ^ ^ I yiiyliW 3T^^ ^ ^ 

iTT^TcT HTtol^ ^ ^ aflt^ ^ ^ratuHT«J ^ TtR ITT I!f5t ^ 

T^ t ^»itf^ f^TTr^r 5T1^ ^ TirPTcT T[# t I iTT^ ^ iT?^ yJT *i<7yicPH ^ JPT'T^^f 
SR ^ ITT viTT^ t I RTW 3TSf^ ^ cftTR ^ %^TftoT^ 

(■ii^03TT?oifto) ^ ?TT f^rafrur ^ ^-e ^ wiTl^ir^d irfci ijcti ^ titct i^57iT 
IjfTcTT t I ?Tr mr fM dJKVjJHT SR ^ ^ t IR TFT^ aTRIETT ^ 5lf^ ^ 

Ry^Rd yy1vddi«J JirteRt ^ f^Rnrf^ i 

y i R l ^ l ^ iTf '»ft ITTT^ % MlddM ^ 13^ 'HIHMd'yi, ITT^ ^ aTgRlcT 
cziETR wit STTT ^R^TRfrrr ^ it|^ irf a# ^ tthto w=it t dTf% wr^ wtr^t 
Rrafe cRTT ^3f^fcT yfc r wyf ^ wrft^ i3tt ^ ^ ^ wip^t 

^f 11 

5TTtor5t ^ ■jft ^fTH% f yiddM TFTT% ^3it W IT^ W^fj 

RRPtd UriTT^Jr W yttiPKI ^ y^lRd ^ TTWT t ^ 3ffT irRoiPEfSTitT 'jl'Hlf^ 4o d'l'^ 
SRT %yT W, Rntlt^T WTR 4 fT vJdTIc^i iTvt Tn4aT yfrRiTytcHcpdl iR ^ ^mT<T IT? 
TTWTT t, ^reTTf^r, 'Hl'i^ly TTWT 4 ^ MiciH^til d4|y1 SRT IJRrT ul^-wyt WT I 

JTc^, ^iTPlfr Sj 3TTTiiRT 4 iTT^ Wit SRT I33R 3T^f%RT Rm "Tmi^ ^ 

^RTT W WT T5^ IjS ^'^t<WI3it TT^^ S^34 W fM^ET WS 

diTcHiiyd l WTTf T^ 4 ITSS' 14^ I Mldd^ESt iJiTiyt ^ cTT^ SR4 4 4?^ 47T 4 3TTWT 
ift f^4t 4t TniT 4 5TfM4^ ^ 4r4t, 34 t wftcftTT34 ddTIdl’ s4 TETcWcTT 
imrl^ ^ ^ I y i R | gp T4 ^ 4t 4t^ ^^>4 # % 3Tiw-f4yt^ 4tf4 4^ ^ f4f4^ 
T^t^T I3ITRST 4 f^RT^ ET??T 4o HMd4 Rratcf ddTKd 4^ 3TTWT SR ^TWTT t I 



^ i3t?s ^ i4i? 3TRn4r w irfs ^ 44TTgcEP arf^rRm, i962 ^ 


44Tr^cSi SRT W 3TTS>Rld f^sMtS 34 t ^Tf4 4tiTT-'^cS7 ^f4p 3Tf4f4s^, 

1975 s5t yiTT 3, 3S5, 8^, 9, 9S7 ^ SIS TRTTIi tttt <5^ e4i5SR 44tT^RP ^ RT>X 


tstttt14r ^ I 
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^ MitTlld ^ W # ft; 

(^) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r?f ^ PratfcJ^T ^ ^ ^ ^TPTFir 

ijcir ^ ^iTRcT ^ f5r?jfcT w t I 

(^) Rijidib ^ tn^ f^ratcT ^ ^ 5 Wcit vdMd<iy ^ cwIRi ^ 

^sxjcT ^TfTT ^ # afhr ?T^ ^ ^ ^nfer ^TRTcff % ^ fan t aff^ 

?IcT # ^ 3TRRff ^ EZTH ^ ^ ^ vd^KcJ,'!' ^ 

irft^ ^f ^3RM # I 

(^) ^ ^TTfer ^ ^ ^ ^ % cf^txf^ if |T7 ?IRT 

^ ^ jrrf^ (^o^T^oaTRO) ^ ^iRij'i cf) ^ ^f Jiiwf^ih 

afrf^ "jft ^ t 1 

(^) ^ ^ ^ JJcT ^ ITT ^ ^ ^ xrr^^ 

^ I 

(;5.) jfTtor^ 3i^4r?T-28 ^ 3tcr% arr^ ^ ^ tjct ^ areicn ^ ^ Piij^Rid 

^ aTRTcfr ^ mdd'^iEJl gft Wr 1 1 

(^r) ^RTf^PT ^ ^ ^ ^ %R7iRj?i cfj^ w 

w ejT rnRi WPT ^ cPHRTTf tj^tj ff a# ^ Wt<T ^ ^ I cR^pR, 
TI^ 5R^ 1%^ RTcTF t ^ Wm^ gRT #RT^^ ^RRT ^ 3TEZn7I 28 #<Tf^e^ ^- 
2815.11 ^ 2815.12 ^ 3T?pRr ^ ^ 3T«raT ^ ^ PliJ^fcId ^ ^ ^ 
anwt ^ Rniftfid diRicb'f ^ ^r^-3 ^ "?!% afR ^ ^ ^ ar^ ^ 

'SldX/'^tO'S^ ^ Mlc:^'<|tJt ^ed’ dRR' RT^ ^ M'tdN Rh^ll didl ^ I 


1 

2 

3 

^.R. 


(^3RR RRR/*ftORR) 

1. 

chd'i 



40 cfTcR RRtr (cra#fft) f^O 

267.82 



271.10 


(^ c^ aTEJT^SRf, mRfcfTRt 18.1.2002 ^ MRte RRT rRuHT^T ^ 

^ t I 

(r) ^ 3TT^ ^ fcRo^ cf^f^ apftR vsH^*^ arf^fRUFT ^ ar^RR >(^1+11^e<^), a^^ic;, rM 

(Rtrrr) apfTc^Ri afteRR ^ rrst gRR ^ Riq^ft i 


RR3{R, yir'M+Ifl TJ^i RTR Rf^ 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOnnCATlON 
New Delhi, the 7th October, 2002 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject; Anti-Dumping Investigation concerning imports of Caustic Soda f^om Qatar. 

No. 55/1 /2001-DG AD.—Hav ing regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended m 1995 and the Customs 

Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination 

of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof 

A. 

1 The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the investigation 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as Authority), under the above 
Rules, received a written application from M/s Alkali Manufacturers Association of 
India (AMAI) (hereinafter referred to as petitioner) on behalf of M/s Clrasim 
Industries, M/s Gujarat Alkalies and Chemicals Ltd , M/s Search Chem Industries 
Ltd m M/s DCW and M/s Indian Rayon and Industries Ltd who represented the 
domestic industry, alleging dumping of Sodium Hydroxide commonly known as 
Caustic Soda (hereinafter also referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from Qatar (hereinafter referred to as subject country) The petition was supported 
by M/s Siel Chemicals Complex, Patiala, Punjab, M/s Bihar Caustic & Chemicals 
Ltd Bihar , M/s Jayshree Chemicals Ltd, Orissa and M/s Andhra Sugars Ltd, 
Saggonda unit subsequent to initiation 

ii) Preliminary scrutiny of the application filed by the petitioner revealed certain 
deficiencies, which were subsequently rectified by the petitioner The petition was, 
therefore, considered as properly documented 

lii) The Authority on the basis of sufficient evidence submitted by the petitioner decided 
to initiate the investigation against imports of subject goods from Qatar The 
authonty notified the Embassy of Qatar in New Delhi about the receipt of dumping 
allegation before proceeding to initiate the investigation in accordance with sub-Rule 
5(5) of the Rules 



[■tTpi I—I ] 
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iv) The Authority issued a public notice dated 8.10.2001 published in the Gazette of 
India, Extraordinary, initiating Anti-Dumping investigations concerning imports of 
the subject goods classified under custom Code 281511 and 281512 of Schedule I of 
the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 originating in or exported from Qatar. 

v) The Authority notified preliminary findings dated 18.1.2002 and forwarded a copy of 
the preliminary findings to the following interested parties, who were requested to 
furnish their views, if any, on the preliminary findings within forty days of the date 
of the letter;- 

IMPORTERS/USER 

1. M/s Abhey Chemicals Ltd., Baroda 

2. M/s Albright Wilson Chemical Ltd., Mumbai 

3. M/s Arvind Mills Ltd., Ahmedabad 
4 M/s Birla Cellulose Ltd., Bharuch 

5. M/s Central Pulp Mills Ltd , Delhi 

6. M/s Deepak Nitrite Ltd , Nandesari 

7. M/s Godrej Soaps Ltd., Mumbai 

8. M/s Gujarat Electricity Board, Vadodara 

9. M/s Gujara Narmada Fertilizers Co. Ltd., Bharuch 

10. M/s Gujarat State Fertilizers & Chemicals Ltd ,Vadodara 

11. M/s Hindustan Lever Ltd., Mumbai 

12. M/s ICI India Ltd., Valsad 

13. M/s Indian Farmer Fertilizers Coop. Ltd., Gandhinagar 

14. M/s Indian Oil Corporation Ltd., Vadodara 

15. M/s Indian Petrochemicals Corporation Ltd., Vadodara 

16. M/s J ay synth Dyechem Ltd., Mumbai 

17. M/s Link Pharma Ltd., Baroda 

18. M/s Meghmani Organics Ltd., Ahmedabad 

19. M/s Narmada Chematur Petrochemicals Ltd., Bharuch 

20. M/s Nirma Ltd., Ahmedabad 

21. M/s PAB Chemicals (P) Ltd., Baroda 

22. M/s Rama News Prints & Papers Ltd., Surat 

23. M/s Rubamin Ltd , Baroda 

24. M/s Torrent Gujarat Bio-tech Ltd., Baroda 

25. M/s Transpek Industries Ltd., Vadodara 

26. M/s National Alumunium Ltd,, Bhubaneswar, Orissa 

27. M/s C.J. Shah and Company, Mumbai 


EXPORTER 

M/s Qatar Vinyl Company, Qatar 
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DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

M/s Alkali Manufacturers Association of India 

vi) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the Embassy of 
the subject country in New Delhi with a request that the exporters of subject goods 
and other interested parties may be advised to furnish their views on the preliminary 
findings within forty days of the date of the letter, 

vii) The Authority provided an opportunity to all interested parties to present their views 
orally on 29,4.2002, All parties presenting views were requested to file written 
submissions of the views expressed. The parties were advised to collect copies of 
the views expressed by the opposing parties and offer rebuttals, if any. 

(viii) Submissions in response to the preliminary fmdings/public hearing were made by 
the following interested parties:- 

(i) M/s Alkali Manufacturers Association of India 

(ii) M/s NALCO 

(iii) M/s Economic Laws Practice, Mumbai on behalf of M/s Qatar Vinyl Company Ltd. 

ix) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence presented by 

various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained by the Authority and 
kept open for inspection by the interested parties as pe: Rule 6(7). 

(x) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to arrange 
details of imports of subject goods made in India during the past three years, 
including the period of investigation. Kandla Port Trust was also requested for 
details of shipment. Information on imports was received from Kandla Customs and 
Kandla Port Authorities. 

(xi) Arguments raised by the interested parties before announcing the preliminary 
findings, which have been brought out in the preliminary findings notified have not 
been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, the arguments raised by the 
interested parties subsequently have been appropriately dealt in the preliminary 
findings and/or these findings; 

(xii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis considered 
for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties on 20.9.2002 and 
comments received on the same have also been duly considered in these findings, 

(xiii) Cost investigation was also conducted to work out optimum cost of production and 
cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted 
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Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information fiimished by the petitioner. The 
cost data of the following domestic producers was provided and analysed:— 

1. M/sDCW 

2. Gujarat Alkalies and Chemicals Ltd., Vadodara 

3. Search Chem Industries Ltd, Jagadhia 

4. Indian Rayon & Industries Ltd., Veraval, Gujarat 

5. M/s Grasim Industries 

6 Siel Chemicals Complex, Patiala, Punjab 

7. M/s Bihar Caustic & Chemicals Ltd.. Bihar 

8. M/s Jayshree Chemicals Ltd, Orissa 

9 M/s Andhra Sugars Ltd., Saggonda 

(xiv) The Authority verified the information provided by the petitioners to the extent 
considered necessary and also conducted on spot verification of the data furnished by 
M/s Qatar Vinyl Company, Qatar on lO**' and 11*** September, 2002. 

(xv) this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on 
confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

(xvi) Investigation was carried40ut for the period starting from 1st January, 2001 to 30* 
Sept, 2001 i.e, ,the period of investigation (POI), 

B. VIEWS OF EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND OTHER INTERESTED 
PARTIES 

1. VIEWS OF M/S ALKALI MANUFACTURERS ASSOCIATION OF INDIA 
(AMAI) 

a). STANDING OF THE PETITIONER. PRODUCT UNDER 
CONSIDERATION AND LHCE ARTICLE 

(i) The petitioner have reiterated their submissions on product under consideration aind 
like article as also indicated in the preliminary findings. 

In response to the disclosure, the following submission s have been made;- 

The domestic industry have reiterated their submissions made earlier and have 
mentioned that as there are no submissions to the contrary neither any objection on the 
issue of product under consideration, like article and standing of the Domestic Industry, 
they have requested to confirm the preliminary findings, 
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While the exporter from Qatar has responded, the importers have not responded 
which establishes our claim that importers/traders were well aware that the price at 
which material has been imported is a dumped price. This is a fit case for imposition 
of anti dumping duty on retrospective basis. 

(ii) The exporter has not filed the non-confidential summary of the questionnaire 
response. 

(iii) The argument of exporter regarding no imports of caustic soda in India during POI is 
misplaced since the relevant fact is that of fact of exports and not imports. 

(iv) The product can be considered as having been exported in various conditions like a 
firm offer/order of purchase, invoices and offer of resale etc, 

(v) In the instant case, during the POI an offer of supply was made by the exporter to the 
Indian trader. 

(vi) With regard to the normal value of exporter, the cost of production of the exporter 

’ needs to be scrutinised in detail. 

(vii) The petitioner strongly submits that under no circumstances the cost of production for 
the exporter can be lower since they have made a huge investment of 678 million 
USD. The company has not provided the actual cost of production. The company has 
not provided the balance sheet and profit and loss account and also the project report. 

(viii) The petitioners have cited the Hon’ble Supreme Court judgement in the Catalyst case 
and have indicated that Rule 6(8) in view of the project report not having been 
provided be applied. 

(ix) The petitioner has also requested that appropriate scrutiny pertaining to allocation and 
apportionment of common expenses, appropriate cost of services and interest cost etc. 
to be evaluated carefully. 

(x) As per the EU guidelines the evidence of export price may be obtained from the 
individual invoice transactions or offers. Also in the US questionnaire with regard 
the dumping, all those sales for which the supplies have not been completed till the 
date of filing the response have to be included for the purpose of price determination. 

(xi) The interested parties have confused regarding the jurisdiction to determine the 
dumping margin and the jurisdiction to collect the anti dumping duty. These two 
issues are absolutely different issues. 

(xii) The argument regarding the imports is misplaced as the fact of dumping occurs upon 
exports and such duty is leviable in future upon imports. 

(xiii) The Designated Authority has in the past considered offers made/orders places as 
sufficient to invoke anti dumping action in case of PIB and Seamless Tubes, 

(xiv) The argument of NALCO regarding holding hearing prior to preliminary findings 
deserves to be ignored in light of the judgement of High Court of Delhi and Supreme 
Court in the matter of Newsprint. 

(xv) The various rules do not contemplate hearing prior to the preliminary findings 
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(xvi) Even in case of Vitrified Tiles concluded recently. Ministry of Finance did not agree 
for any hearing to the concerned parties. 

(xvii) NALCO being an importer cannot raise the issue of dumping and dumping margin 
and neither NALCO is privy to the factual information nor NALCO h \s any actual 
experience and knowledge about caustic soda production and sales. 


J !-f' l-U'J ill iT 




(iO As regard dumping, the Domestic Industry has reiuv^ed their submissions regarding 
the various forms of offers/documents pertaining to exports which could be 
introduced into the country and have further reiterated the fact that the shipments 
made during the investigation period is of little relevance. 

(ii) The petitioners have also mentioned that since the Normal Value has now been 
determined by the Designated Authority after taking into account various submissions 
made by the petitioners and reassessment of the cost of production, the proposed 
determination should be confirmed. 


(i) The capacity of the exporter has been created considering various markets as the 
potential markets which include India as well. 

(ii) The threat of material injury to the Domestic Industry from Qatar is required to be 
seen in the context of the anti dumping duties already imposed from other countries. 

(iii) The capacity installed by exporter is 290000 MT far in excess of their domestic 
demand. 

(iv) The company also admits that it intends to focus on GCC countries, Australia, South 
East Asia and African markets. Indian market is lucrative to the exporter. 

(v) The Indian producers understands that the exporter has exported the naterial at USD 
115/MT after September, 2001 also. 

(vi) The landed price on imports from Qatar is significant below the full cost of 
produaion and fair selling price of the Domestic Industry, 

(vii) There has been price undercutting and price suppression and price depression on 
account of the dumped imports, 

(viii) The Domestic Industry is making financial losses from the sale of caustic soda in the 
Indian market. 

(ix) The petitioner companies have lost sales to a number of customers on account of 
imports from Qatar, 

(x) In a short time of about 6 months, the exporter from Qatar has exported more than 
10000 MT and that the anti dumping duties need to be levied from the retrospective 
effect, 

(xi) The threat is not a conjecture but real and imminent since the exports are understood 
to have been made at USD 115 per MT. The anti dumping duties should be levied in 
the variable dollar form. 
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(xii) In response to the submissions made by NALCO, the Domestic Industry has 
indicated that the NALCO’s demand is 100000 MT and that the Domestic Industry 
has catered to the requirement of NALCO in the past. 

(xiii) As regards NALCO’s argument on injury, it is mentioned that the claim of Domestic 
Industry is not based on material injury but is based on threat of material injury. 

(xiv) The various parameters such as production, sales volume, capacity utilisation have 
shown decline in the investigation period as imports have started arriving towards 
the end of the investigation period. 

(xv) The Indian producers have taken up fleet of road tankers for supply of material to 
NALCO as a longterm policy to sustain business with NALCO. Whenever import 
prices have remained high, NALCO have conveniently placed order on the Domestic 
Industry. 

(xvi) NALCO has been conveniently trying avoid providing information on its imports 
and from the domestic sales for the past several years. 

(xvii) With regard the the determination of injury both actual or potential imports should be 
considered as also indicated in Rule 14(d) 


(i) The petitioners have reiterated that M/s QVC’s entire production is meant for exports 
and that there is a threat of material injury since after September, 2001, the prices 
have come done to USD 115 PMT and that between October, 2001 and March, 2002 
the exporter has exported 17000 MT of caustic soda as per DGCI&S data and as per 
tneir market intelligence about 30000 MT materials has been exported by the 
exporter. 

(ii) It has been mentioned that that threat of material injury under these circumstances is 
real and imminent. 

(iii) The petitioners have also reiterated that the rate of growth of exports from Qatar is 
too significant and that exporter from Qatar along constitutes 3% of the Indian 
demand in a short time less than one year. 

(iv) Further the petitioners have mentioned that the threat has become imminent as per 
the information relating to j.vroduction, sales and capacity utilization after the 
investigation period and upto June, 2002/ 

(v) It has also been mentioned that the goods hive been imported at prices as low as 
USD 80-115 PMT, 

(vi) The petitioners have requested for duty in the variable dollar basis on account of the 
low prices and drastic reduction in the export prices, 
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2. EXPORTER’S VIEWS 

A) M/s Qatar Vinyl Company (QVC) Ltd. 

a) NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICE AND PUMPING 

DUMPING 

(i) No imports have been made during the POI i.e, 1.1.2001 to 30.9,2001 and that the 
imports were made after 18.10,2001. The exporters began production in June, 2001 and 
that the first transaction for imports into India were finally negotiated only around 
12.10.2001. Sample copy of the invoice dated 12.10.2001 and bill of lading dated 
12.10,2001 are enclosed as evidence. 

(ii) Section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and Section 9B(b)(i) and (ii) mandates 
the levy upon importation of goods into India at less than their normal value. 

(iii) The entire analysis of dumping, injury, causal link and deminimis thresholds has to be 
made within the period of investigation and in a situation where there are no imports, no 
analysis can be made and levy would automatically fail. 

(iv) Under Rule 4(1 )(a) of Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and For Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
the duty of Designated Authority is to investigate into the existence, degree and effect 
of an alleged dumping in relation to imports of any article and when there are no 
imports, this duty cannot be discharged and there can thus be no levy of anti dumping 
duty. 

(v) Under Rule 14 of Anti Dumping Rules, Designated Authority is statutorily mandated 
terminate when there are no imports and hence no dumping. De-minimis criteria cannot 
be satisfied as per Rule 14© and 14(d). 

(vi) The applicants have made contradictory and misleading statement on the issue of 
importation indicating that exports have started and the shipment is shortly expected 
and therefore under Rule 5 (3) (b) where the evidence is not accurate, the initiation of 
the investigation is itself bad. 

(vii) In the preliminary findings, the levy has been recommended on the basis of the 
proforma invoice which under the Indian Contract. Act cannot constitute an offer. The 
various judgements of the Hon'ble Courts have been cited, 

(viii) The oblique reference to some WTO provisions are not the mandated agreements and 
rules. 

(ix) Section 9 and Section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act and. Rule 4, Rule 5, Rule 12, Rule 
17 of the Rules, all mandate an examination and findings of dumping, injury and causal 
link as regards imports. This examination is for imports during the period of 
investigation. 

(x) Section 9A(8) adopts the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 inter alia for levy issues. 
Section 2(23) of the Customs Act, 1962 defines “imports” as bringing into India from a 
place outside India. 



(xi) Footnote 8 of the Anti Dumping Agreement provides ‘date of sale’ which is relevant to 
calculate the rate of exchange only. 

(xii) The Hon’ble Supreme Court in Garden Silk Mills Limited & Anr. Vs. Union of India & 
Ors 1999(113) ELT 358(SC) have declared that imports commences when goods enter 
the territorial water and is completed when goods are cleared into the Indian land mass, 

(xiii) It is submitted that just because the importers/traders have not responded to the 
Designated Authority, it cannot mean that they were well aware that the price at which 
material was imported in India was a dumped price’, On the contrary, the non-response 
by the importers/traders is appropriate since there were no imports during the POL 

(xiv) It is a complete misunderstanding of the anti dumping provisions and an abuse of the 
anti dumping jurisprudence to make a case on any alleged threat of exports, 

(xv) Section 9A and Section 9B of the Customs Tariff Act clarify the levy of anti dumping 
duty on dumped articles and also clarify regarding no levy under Section 9 and Section 
9A. 

(xvi) The Designated Authority is bound by the dictum of Hon’ble Supreme Court and even 
the event of imports is clearly settled. 

(xvii)M/s QVC wishes to take leave to file on record the balance sheet with the Designated 
Authority. 

(xviii)The project report is confidential document privy to the exporter and is not required in 
the standard questionnaire of the Designated Authority and also the project report is 
little if any thing at all is to do with the fixing of the normal value. 

(xix) The petitioner should be put to strict proof regarding the reference made to EU and US 
law. 

(xx) As regards the normal value, the applicant proceeds on constructed cost based on Indian 
cost of production whereas as per Rule 9(A)(c)(ii)(b) mandates consideration of costs in 
the country of origin. 

(xxi) 65% of the cost of production of caustic soda is on electricity which in India is 12 times 
more than that in Qatar. 

(xxii)The preliminary findings also proceed on constructed cost in India. 

(xxiii)The only reasons to reject cost of production furnished by QVC is (a) balance sheet not 
given as explained this was not possible as production begins in June, 2001 and no 
balance sheet was available in December/January when asked for and (b) some claimed 
difference in figures, which was minor and it was clarified that the figures of date 
should be looked at. 



A. Dumping 

(i) The fact that the importers have not responded has no bearing on the dumping, which 
remains the function of the export price and normal valufe from Qatar, 

(ii) It is surprising to note that the domestic industry claims that no non-confidential 
summary was filed. Without a non-confidential summary on record, the Designated 
Authority could not have undertaken the verification visit. 
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(iii) With reference to the statement that what is relevant is the fact of exports and not 
imports. It is categorically stated that there were neither exports nor imports to India 
during the Period of Investigation. 

M It is vehemently denied that the product can be considered as having been exported 
in various conditions like “ a firm offer/order of purchase invoices and offer of resale 
etc.” This is completely contrary to the view taken by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. 
This position is all the more untenable given the fact that the exporter is the only 
manufacturer of the product under consideration in Qatar. 

(vl It is a undisputed fact that the Designated Authority have visited Qatar for verifying 
the record which clearly proves that with reference to the details of the cost of 
production and other pertinent information, it is a matter of record that all the 
required information has been filed and verified in keeping with the law, 

IvO With reference to the EU and US provisions on supplies not yet made, the same 
cannot be used as the basis for imposing duties when no exports have been made at 
all. It might well be that as part of the overall investigation and the threat 
assessment, authorities may look at offers etc. as part of overall analysis, To apply 
that same rationale to a stand alone offer is without any basis in law and facts. 

(vii) With reference to the “confusion” on the jurisdiction to determine the dumping 
margin and the jurisdiction to collect anti dumping duty, the same are intimately 
linked as there can be no collection of any anti-dumping duties without the 
determination of a dumping margin. In fact, as the law is, the power to collect the 
anti dumping duties can only emanate fi'om a determination of the dumping margin. 
Section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act is unequivocal in this regard. 

(viii) As regards the fact that the anti dumping duty is leviable for fijture imports, the 
Domestic Industry itself admits that even for imposition of ami dumping duty in 
future, “the fact of dumping occurs upon exports.”. Clearly there have been no 
exports or imports during the Period of Investigation on the facts of this case. 

B. Normal Value 

(i) With regard to normal value, it is submitted that while the domestic sales are 
inadequate for the purposes of establishing the normal value, the export price to third 
countries remains an option. While the Designated Authority has the discretion to 
decide which basis to use (i.e. cost of production or export price to third countries) 
the exercise of this discretion must bring with it a transparent exercise of this 
discretion, 

(ii) The Designated Authority provides no reason for opting for the cost of production 
over the export price to third countries. 

(iii) It is submitted that there are few steps in newly establish company when it goes fi'om 

project stage to industrial production. For QVC, the following were the benchmarks- 
Performance Test completed * * * 

Lenders Reliability Test completed *** 

Engineering and Project completion *** 
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So therefore, the commercial production is slated to be commenced only in ***. The 
Designated Authority should consider all this fact when considering the commercial 
production, 

(iv) Since QVC was able to run the plan at 72% capacity at initial stage does not mean 
commercial production. With reference to the capacity utilisation at 72% and the 
Designated Authority accepting the same as the basis for determining the cosi of 
production, the same is highly objectionable, as no plant, especially a new plant is set 
up to operate at a capacity utilisation of less than ***, This is sound business 
practice and by ignoring this the Designated Authority is disregarding commercial 
realities of the economies of plant operations. At 72% capacity utilisation, making 
of profits on a sustained basis is highly improbable. 

C. Arguments pertaining to no Exports during the Period of Investigation 

(i) The concept of “introduction into the commerce of the country” drawn upon from 
Article 2.1 of the WTO Agreement by the Designated Authority is without any basis. 
It is a matter of settled law that the Municipal law prevails over any Treaty 
provisions in India. The fact is that the relevant section calls for the Export of the 
products under consideration during period of investigation to India. Furthermore, 
the cases relied upon by the Designated Authority including the South Africa case 
may have considered tender prices as one of the constituents to determine the export 
price but certainly none of the cases referred to by the Designated Authority relied 
upon a tender price. Furthermore, within the factual ruatrix of the case in hand, there 
has been no tender during the period of investigation pursuant to which any supplies 
were made. 

b) INJURY, CAUSAL LINK AND OTHER ISSUES 

(i) All imports in October after the POI were under advance licencse and cannot cause 
injury during the POI. 

(ii) The Application and the preliminary findings proceed on the basis of a threat of 
material injury. The provisions of Rule 11(2) with para (vii) of Annexure II have 
been relied upon, 

(iii) The proceedings on the basis of a threat of material injury are entirely on conjecture 
and are entirely without jurisdiction. Even for threat of material injury, the essential 
requirements of satisfying the fundamental pre-conditions are essential and as such 
during period of investigation there are no imports, 

(iv) Harmoniously construed under Para (vii) of Annexure n there must be dumped 
imports in the period of investigation and while there may be no injury in the period 
of investigation, material injury must be threatened and imminent beyond the period 
of investigation. Without dumping in the period of investigation, there can be no 
sustainable case for a threat of material injury. 
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(v) The petitioners are mutli-product company and that the petitioners are making super 
profits in the manufacture of Chlorine and that the Designated Authority should 
examine the claim of losses that petitioners have claimed 

In response to the disclosure, the followine subintssions have been made;- 

On the issue of threat of material iniurv 

(i) Under Section 9B(ii) read with Rule 11 and read with Para (vii) of Annexure n to the 
Rules are provisions which specify the threat of material injury all of which 
empahsize that there must be dumping (within the period of investigation) and this 
dumping must create an imminent threat of material injury. This is clearly brought 
forth from Para (viii) above which states 

“The change in circumstances which would create a situation in which the dumping 
would cause injury must be clearly foreseen and imminent”. 

(ii) The provision for threat of material injury does not water down or obviate the 
essential requirements of satisfying the fundamental pre-conditions of establishing 

(i) Dumping 

(ii) Standing 

(iii) De minimis 

(iii) During the analysis period (Period of Investigation) in a situation where there are no 
imports during the Period of investigation, the essential pre-condition for levy are not 
satisfied. These essential pre-conditions cannot be given a go by in a proceeding 
based on a threat of material injury, In the instant case, during the verification visit 
made, a list of long term contract for the product under investigation were submitted 
which covered ***% of the total production to other third countries were made 
available, which clearly should be considered by the Designated Authority. 

(iv) Harmoniously constructed under Para (vii) of Annexure II there must be dumped 
imports in the Period of Investigation and while there may be no injury in the Period 
of Investigation, material injury must be threatened and imminent beyond the period 
of investigation. Without dumping in the period of investigation, they can be no 
sustainable case for a threat of material injury. 

(v) It is therefore submitted that the Designated Authority follows the judgement gives 
effect to the judgement delivered by the Panel report in the case of Mexico-Anti 
dumping investigation of High Fructose Com Syrup (HCFS) from the United States, 
at Para 7.131, where before the panel USA claimed that a determination of threat of 
injury cannot be based only on examination of the factors set forth in Article 3.7 of 
the Anti Dumping Agreement. A determination of threat of injury also requires an 
assessment of the impact of imports on the Domestic Industry through a examination 
of the relevant economic factors set forth in Article 3.4, Article 3.7 requires a 
determination whether material injury would occur. Article 3.1 requires that a 
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determination of injury, including threat of injury, involve an examination of the 
impact of imports, and Article 3.4 sets out the factors that must be considered, 
among other relevant factors, in the examination of the impact of imports on the 
Domestic Industry. Thus, in our view, the text of the Anti Dumping Agreement 
requires consideration of the Articles 3.4 factors in a threat determination. Article 
3.7 sets out additional factors that must be considered in a threat case, but does not 
eliminate the obligation to consider the impact of dumped imports on the Domestic 
Industry in accordance with the requirements of Article 3.4. 

On the issue ofioiurv 

(i) It is mandated in Aimexure 11 to the Rules, that for a determination of injury “ an 
evaluation of all relevant economic factors and indices having a bearing on the state 
of the industry must be examined unless the circumstances arc exceptional it is not 
possible to merely decide to determine the issue of injury on few economic negative 
indices while ignoring other positive indices”. 

(ii) In the case of European Commission - Anti Dumping Duties on imports of Cotton 
Type Bed Linen from India -Report of the Panel -WT/DS141/R at Para 6.154 that 
under Article 3.4, the ordinary meaning of the provision is that the examination of 
the impact of dumped imports must include an evaluation of all the listed factors in 
Article 3 .4 of the WTO Agreement on Anti Dumping. In the Bed Linen case, India 
asserted that all relevant injury factors must be evaluated. Therefore it was the 
conclusion of the panel that “use of the phrase” shall include” in Article 3.4 that the 
evaluation of the listed factors in that provision is properly interpreted as mandatory 
in all cases. 

(iii) Therefore, since the above interpretation on all factors of injury to be evaluated was 
suggested by India and accepted by the Panel, obligates the Designated Authority to 
take into consideration all the injury parameters, through at the same time, it is an 
accepted position in the preliminary findings which cannot be ignored, that 

(i) all indices such as sales, capital utilisation, production, net sales realisation 
and demand have gone up. 

(ii) Imports have gone down 

(iii) All injury parameters are positive 

(iv) Thus, there is clearly no injury in the Period of Investigation. It is relevant that the 
Domestic Industry has already had an anti dumping duty for over a year, which has 
obviated any material injury to Domestic Industry. The aforementioned factors 
establish inter alia that there is no causal link. 

B. EMBASSY OF STATE OF QATAR, NEW DELHI 

t 

(i) The Embassy of the State of Qatar has requested that the findings should be done in 

accordance with the principles and procedures agreed upon in the WTO. 




[^1—75^ I] 


Wrf ^ TTSm . 3TOT«rR^ 


43 


3. IMPORTER’S VIEWS 

VIEWS OF M/S NATINAL ALUMINIUM COMPANY LTD. (NaLCO) 
a) NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICE AND PUMPING 

DUMPING 

(i) There have been no imports from M/s QVC during the POI. The biHiilg of lading and 

other materials indicate exports in October, 2001. There could be no dumping when 
the actual imports of goods into India and that as per Section 9(A) (1) of tlws Custom ■ 
Tariff Act, 1995 there could be no duty. Also as per Rules 4(1 )(a) since there is no 
import, there could be no existence of dumping and therefore degree or irf!fe(Jt of 
dumping cannot be investigated , 

(ii) The word ‘import’ has been defined in the Customs Act and means^^ actual bringing 
into of goods at the customs frontiers 

(iii) Section 9(A)(1)(b) has defined the export price and it specifically means the price of 
the article exported from the exporting country. ' 

(iv) Actual import of goods is a condition precedent for imposition of anti dumping duty. 

(v) The offer or a proforma invoice is rtot a concluded contract lUKi there are various 
judgements of courts the same. Also proforma invoice is totally irrelevant since 
there could be high sea sales wkieh could divert the goods to some othein^eotmtiy so 
that it could not be termed aft imports, 

(ti)* ' Designated Adthorrty in the case ofPSF did not accept that the "nvoice iflelating to the 
subsequent imports took place by M/s Reliance which was within the period of 
. ' iiwesdgdtfon and the actual import was outside the period of investigation. 

(vii) There is non-disclosure of information pertaining to cost of produofon for both the 
domestic indu^ry and the exporter and that this is denial of natuR ! justice. While 
considering the cost of production for the petitioners, it should be borne in mind that 
the Electro Chemical Unit (ECU) realisation price is iirq^ortant, 

(viii) Is the preliminary findings most of the information pertaining to Normal Value and 
adjustments have been kept confidential and that NALCO submits that it should first 
be provided all the material for the purpose of natnral justice and defence 
(k) While constructing the cost of production of Caustic Soda in a foreign country like 
Qatar, it is essential to consider the production of chlorine and the sales realisation 
from chlorine also as has also been admitted by the petitioner during the oral hearing 
that in foreign countries chlorine is the main product and caustic soda is the bye- 
product, 

(x) The Authority should consider the fact that the exporter is not selling at a price less 
than the Normal Value for the purpose of levy of anti dumping duty, 
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b) INJURY, CAUSAL LINK AND OTHER ISSUES 

(i) Various judgements pertaining to interpretation of international law vis-4-vis 
municipal law as have been indicated by NALCO for appropriate consideration. 

(ii) NALCO has also submitted that before the preliminary findings as per Section 12, a 
hearing for the purpose of defence should been granted and that it is the pre-decisional 
hearing prior to preliminary findings which is contemplated in the rules and not post¬ 
hearing decision. 

(iii) Also the fules do not exclude a prior hearing before a preliminary findings. 

(iv) The cost of production in Qatar because of the cost of electricity is much lower and 
that there could be no dumping. 

(v) The Rules and Acts does not admit to any conjectures and surmise but there has to be 
sufficient evidence to show that dumping is taking place and secondly it has caused 
material injury to the Domestic Industry. 

(vi) The price of caustic soda in India has been in accordance with the international price 
of goods and has nothing to do with the price of imported goods. 

(vii) NALCO for its supply requirement had invited tenders for supply of caustic soda lye. 
With present requirement of 2 lakhs MT of caustic soda lye (1 lakh MT of caustic 
soda dry), the Indian manufacturers have offered quantities much lower than the 
amounts required by NALCO making it unnecessary expensive for NALCO. 

(viii) The supplies are made by trucks carrying 10 MT only whereas normal shipment taken 
by NALCO in the range of 5000 MT. The supplies made by the domestic suppliers 
are of small quantities as compared to foreign suppliers and that the landed cost to 
NALCO is higher in case of Indian suppliers. This adversely affects NALCO exports 
ind competitiveness in the Indian market. 

(bt) There are fundamental errors in the preliminary findings. The analysis holds in 
favour of no injury. It has been show that domestic sales, capacity utilisation, 
production, net sales realisation have increased and that imports have decreased and 
there are no imports in POI and that the demand has increased, Therefore all these 
factors hold that there is no injury to the Domestic Industry, The Authority has been 
totally arbitrary in holding that the net sales realisation in the POI has been below the 
NIP. It is not clear as to how the NIP has been calculated. 

(x) The net sales realisation have not taken into account the realisation from chlorine 
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The foregoing submissions made by the exporter and the petitioner, to the extent 
these are relevant as per Rules and have a bearing upon the case, have been examined, 
considered and dealt with at appropriate places in these findings. 
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The Authority notes that there are no submissions made regarding the product under 
consideration, like article and the standing of the Domestic Industry. The Authority, 
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therefore, proposes to confirm the findings on these aspects as indicated in the preliminary 
findings dated 18.1.2002. 

a) PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

The Authority recalls and reiterates Para C,1 on the product under consideration of 
the preliminary findings dated 18.1.2002 as under;- 

The product under consideration in the present investigation is Sodium Hydroxide 
(chemical nomenclature NaOH), commonly known as Caustic Soda originating in or 
exported from Qatar. Caustic soda is an inorganic, soapy, strongly alkaline and odourless 
chemical and finds application in various fields like manufacture of pulp and paper, 
newsprint, viscose yarn, staple fibre, aluminium, cotton, textiles, toilet and laundry soaps, 
detergent, dyestuffs, drugs and pharmaceuticals, petroleum refining etc. 

Caustic soda is classified under chapter 28 of the customs Tariff Act, 1975 under 
Customs Head 2815.11 and 2815.12. As per ITC Eight Digit classification, the product is 
classified under the Custom Heading 2815.1101, 2815.1102 and 2815.1200. The 
classification, is however, indicative only and is in no way binding on the scope of the 
present investigation. 

Caustic soda is produced in two forms, i.e. lye and solids by three technology 
processes, i.e mercury cell process, diaphragm process and membrane process. 

Caustic Soda can be imported under OGL and attracts a basic customs duty of 35%. 
The present investigation covers all forms of caustic soda. 

The Authority confirms the same in view of no submissions. 

b) LJKE ARTICLE 

The Authority recalls and reiterates Para C.2 on the Like Article of the preliminary 
findings dated 18,1.2002 as under:- 

The Authority notes that the petitioner has claimed that the goods produced by them 
are like article to the goods produced, and exported from the subject country. Also both are 
technically and commercially substitutable and the consumers are using the domestically 
produced and imported goods interchangeably. It has been indicated that the Caustic soda 
is processed by three processes viz. Mercury cells process, diaphragm process and 
membrane process world over, The difference in these processes does not mean difference 
in product in terms of various characteristics. Also there is no significant difference in the 
cost of production for the three processes. The petitioner has claimed that the goods 
produced by them and those exported from Qatar are like article within the meaning of the 
Rules. 










[mni—I] 




47 


2. DUMPING MARGIN 

a) NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority recalls its observations on the Normal Value in the disclosure 
statement that it has been indicated by M/s Qatar Vinyl Company (QVC) that there are no 
domestic sales of the subject goods in their country. Also it h^ been indicated that the 
constructed cost of production indicated for M/s QVC by the petitioner is not correct and 
that there is no relevance of project report as far as exporter’s response to the questionnaire 
is concerned, The exporter has also indicated that there is a wide variation in the cost of 
power in India and Qatar which is one of the major constituents for the production of 
Caustic Soda. 

The Authority after noting the above submissions by various interested parties had 
carried out on spot verification of the exporter on lO**" and 11* September, 2002 and has 
appropriately considered the concerns of the interested parties while looking at the 
submissions and the data provided by the exporter. The Authority in view of the various 
submissions made by the Domestic Industry and the exporter on the determination of the 
Normal Value had proposed to reference the cost of production of M/s QVC for Normal 
Value so verified during the on site verification of the records of the exporter conducted by 
the verification team on 10* and 11* September, 2002 at Doha, Qatar. 

The Authority in disclosure had indicated that during the verification of M/s QVC at 
Doha also noticed that there was no domestic sales during the POI for the subject goods in 
Qatar. It was indicated by the exporter that there are certain sales of vary small quantities to 
their shareholding company i.e M/s QAPCO which however were not at the market price 
The Authority in view of these submissions and data so verified had proposed to reference 
the cost of production of the subject goods during the POI for M/s QVC as •***$/MT and 
with a reasonable profit margin has evaluated the Normal Value as ****$/MT, The 
Authority notes that during the verification the exporter indicated that during the POI they 
were operating at a capacity utilisation of 72% which was a trial production stage and not 
commercial production. The Authority had observed in the disclosure that such a level of 
capacity utilisation cannot be termed as trial production and that the actual cost of 
production during the POI has to be considered for the determination of the Normal Value 
and had therefore indicated to consider the cost of production and the Normal Value on the 
basis of the actual production during the POI. 

The Authority notes that it has been indicated by the exporter that 72% of the 
production during the POI was actually a trial production only and that the design of the 
plant was such that 72% could be termed only as trial production. It has also been indicated 
by the exporter that it is not clear as to why the Authority has not referenced the third 
country exports as the basis of the normal value. The Authority also notes that the Domestic 
Industry while reiterating its submissions on the Normal Value as made earlier has 
indicated that the Authority may confirm the findings in view of the verification so 
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conducted. The Authority after noting the above submissions reiterates that during the 
period of investigation which has been so considered, it is the actual cost of production data 
which is of relevance and which has therefore been considered for the purpose of evaluating 
the normal value. The Authority also notes that during the on spot verification of the 
exporter, the data pertaining to exports made to various countries during the POI was also 
referenced. However for the purpose of referencing the third country exports, the Authority 
notes that the appropriate third country in terms of quantity of exports and being in the 
Asian region could be Malaysia. The representative , viable and in ordinary course of trade 
export price to Malaysia during the POI also correlates with the Normal Value so 
constituted for the exporter. Also the Authority notes that even if the so called projected 
capacity utilisation as per project report is referenced, then reasonable profit would be the 
profit envisaged in the project report, the Normal Value then evaluated on the projected 
profit mark up on the FOB sales would also co-relate with the Nonmpl Value so constructed 
by the Authority. Therefore the Authority notes that the Normal Value constructed on the 
basis of the actual cost of production during the POT is realistic as it correlates well with the 
data on the third country exports and even as indicated in the project report. 

The Authority has therefore referenced the Normal Value as ****$/MT. 

b) EXPORT PRICE 

The Authority recalls that in the disclosure it was indicated that the exporter has 
provided the CIF export price contracted during the POI and the supplies made in pursuance 
of this thereafter outside the POI as ***’''$/MT, The exporter had provided evidence 
regarding various adjustments on CIF price on ocean freight, ocean insurance, marketing fee 
to M/s Atofina, credit cost and port expenses to an extent of ****, ****, ****, **** and 
**** respectively. 

The ex-factory export price on the basis of the various adjustments was proposed to 
be considered as *’'"'‘*$/MT. The Authority in view of no submission in this regard, 
proposes to confirm the ex-factory export price as ****$/MT. 

c) OTHER NON-COOPERATIVE EXPORTERS/PRODUCERS 

As regards the other non-cooperative exporters/producers, the Authority had 
proposed to consider in the disclosure the Normal Value as determined for M/s QVC for 
these exporters/producers as well keeping in view the fact that there are no domestic sales 
and that the cost of production in Qatar for M/s QVC would also be relevant for the other 
exporters/producers. 

As regards the ex-factory export price, the Authority had proposed to allow an 
adjustment on account of inland freight on the export price for the non-cooperative 
exporters/producers which led to an ex-factory export price of ****$/MT. The Authority in 
view of no submissions confirms the ex-factory export price as ****$/MT. 
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Based on the above, the dumping margin comes to ****$/MT(47%), 

3. Dumping-Comparison of Normal Value & Export Price 

The Authority recalls that in disclosure statement it had indicated the views of the 
various interested parties pertaining to no exports by M/s QVC made during the POI. The 
Authority had indicated the submissions by the exporter regarding the definition of 
dumping, relevant provisions of the Customs Tariff Act, Hon’ble Supreme Court 
judgements cited, regarding the term ‘imports’ and contract and also the rule position 
pertaining to duties of the Designated Authority to evaluate the incidence of dumping. It 
was also indicated by the exporter that that in view of the no imports/exports during the POI, 
there is no incidence of dumping and that the further tests pertaining to this cannot be 
applied. The Authority in this regard had noted the submissions made by the Domestic 
Industry regarding the practices of EU and US. The Authority also noted that in case of anti 
dumping investigation of Catalyst from Denmark, a judgement upheld by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court, Authority had categorically held that the comparison for dumping margin 
has to be made for sales and not for imports. 

The Authority also noted the submission that it had categorically been indicated in this 
case that it was the price contract which leads to price undercutting and that the supply being 
made outside the POI was of no direct significance. The Authority noted that it has also in 
the past in its various determinations which included Catalyst from Denmark, PIB from EU, 
Singapore, Thailand, Japan, Brazil and Korea RP and Seamless Tubes from Austria, 
Czech Republic, Russia and Ukraine has considered the aspect of tender prices for the 
purpose of evaluation of export price and thereafter even for the purpose of levy of anti 
dumping duty. The Authority also noted that South Africa in one of the cases of Antibiotics 
against India had also considered the tender prices for the purposes of determination of the 
export price. On perusal of the Article 2.1 of the WTO Agreement on Anti Dumping, the 
Authority notes that the basic tenet of dumping is indicated to be introduction of the goods 
into the commerce of the country. In view of the fact that the contracts/tender prices when 
quoted lead to price undercutting and these are actually translated into shipment leading to 
injury even though the dumped goods may be sent outside the period of investigation. The 
Authority therefore notes that in case of M/s QVC, a letter of credit (LC) was opened with 
one of the importers during the month of September, 2001 i e with the POI and the 
correspondence which had led to a conclusion of this LC was even much prior to the date of 
letter of credit. The process of negotiation of the dumped goods had therefore started well 
within the period of investigation and therefore the impact of these offers on the prices 
prevailing in the domestic market is what is relevant. The Authority notes that the argument 
of the exporter regarding the proforma invoice not being a contract is negated by the fact 
that their also exists a letter of credit during the period of investigation, The Authority notes 
that as regards the judgements pertaining to imports being cited by the exporter, the 
Authority considers it appropriate to reference the judgement in case of imports of Catalyst 
from Denmark which was upheld by the Hon’ble Supreme Court and is of direct relevance 
being an anti dumping investigation case judgement. 


3133 GI/02—7 
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The Authority notes that in response to the disclosure while Domestic Industry have 
again reiterated their submissions, the exporter has mentioned that the confusion on the 
jurisdiction to determine the dumping margin and the jurisdiction to levy the anti dumping 
'uty is misplaced since the two issues are intimately linked as there can be no collection of 
ay anti dumping duty without determination of a dumping margin. In fact the Section 9A 
of the Customs Tariff Act has indicated as unequivocal in this regard. The Authority after 
noting the above submissions holds that in case of Catalyst which has been upheld by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court the Authority had referenced the tender prices for determination of 
the export price. It was clearly indicated in the determination that “ the Authority has 
observed that the majority of catalysts are sold through tenders. There is a considerable time 
lag between the price contract and the date of actual delivery. The rules provides that 
comparison is required to be made in respect of the “sales” and not imports. The rules 
further provide that due allowance shall be made in each case, on its merits, for differences 
which affect price comparability. The Authority observes that it is the price contract which 
leads to price undercutting or underselling causing injury to the Domestic Industry, the fact 
that the deliveries may be made outside the investigation period is of not direct 
consequence”, In view of the same, comparisons have been made between the Normal 
Value and the export prices contracted during the investigation period without reference to 
the period of actual import/deliveries. 

The Authority also notes that in the past in the determinations of PIB from EU, 
Singapore, Thailand, Japan, Brazil and Korea RP and Seamless Tubes from Austria, Czech 
Republic, Russia and Ukraine the Authority has referenced the tender prices which were the 
tender (quoted) prices and not the export prices of physical exports made during the POI, 
Further the Authority also notes that during the verification of the exporter, a letter of credit 
was identified which were opened with an Indian buyer for supply of the goods to India. 
The Authority also notes that as per Annexure 1 of the Anti Dumping Rules in Sub-Rule 
(6), the Authority has to determine the margin of dumping by making a fair comparison 
between the export price and the Normal Value, The Authority therefore holds that in this 
the export price is well established by the proforma invoice or the letter of credit whichever 
is available in respect of the sales transactions to India. The Authority has therefore 
appropriately determined the dumping margin as indicated above, 

The rules relating to comparison provides as follows: 

“While arriving at margin of dumping, the Designated Authority shall make a fair 
comparison between the export price and the normal value. The comparison shall be made at 
the same level of trade, normally at ex-works level, and in respect of sales made at as nearly 
possible the same time. Due allowance shall be made in each case, on its merits, for 
differences which affect price comparability, including differences in conditions and terms of 
sale, taxation, levels of trade, quantities, physical characteristics, and any other differences 
which are demonstrated to affect price comparability.” 

The authority has carried out weighted average normal value comparison with the 
weighted average ex-factory export price for the goods contracted for exports in Period of 
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Investigation, for evaluation of the dumping margin for all the exporter/producers of the 
subject country. 

The dumping margin for exporter/producers comes as under: 


Exporter 

Normal 

S/MT 

value(NV) 

Export 

$/MT 

Price(EP) 

Duoipir.g margin 
•‘^ofEP 

QATAR 

M/s Qatar 

Vinyl 

Company 
(QVC) Ltd. 





42 

All other 

exporters/ 
producers in 
Qatar 
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4. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

Under Rule 11 supra, Armexure-II, when a finding of inju*^ is arrived at, such 

finding shall involve determination of the injury to the domestic inoastry, “.taking into 

account all relevant facts, including the volume of dumped imports, their effect on prices in 
the domestic market for like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on domestic 
producers of such articles....” In considering the effect of the dumped impoi '.s on prices, it is 
considered necessary to examine whether there has been a significant price undercutting by 
the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like article in India, or whether the 
effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price 
increases, which otherwise would have occurred, to a significant degree. 

For the examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry in 
India, we may consider such indices having a bearing on the state of the industry as 
production, capacity utilisation, sales quantum, stock, profitability, net sales realisation, the 
magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. in accordance with Annexure n(iv) of the rules 
supra. 


As regards the threat of injury, the Authority notes that the Anti-Dumping Rules 
states as follows; 

“A determination of a threat of material injury shall be based on facts and not merely 
on allegation, conjecture or remote possibility. The change in circumstances, which would 
create a situation in which the dumping would cause injury, must be clearly foreseen and 
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imminent. In making a determination regarding the existence of a threat of material injury, 
the DA shall consider, inter-alia, such factors and; 

a) a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India indicating the likelihood 
of substantially increased importation; 

b) sufficient freely disposable or an imminent, substantial increase in capacity of the 
exporter indicating the likelihood of substantially increased dumped exports to 
Indian market, taking into account the availability of other export markets to absorb 
any additional exports; 

c) whether imports are entering at prices that will have a significant depressing or 
suppressing effect on domestic prices, and would likely increase demand for further 
imports; and, 

d) inventories of the article being investigated. 

The Authority has also reexamined the iryury data as provided by the petitioner and 
observes the following economic parameters in the case of domestic producers who had 
supported the petition initially and other domestic producers who have subsequently 
supported and provided injury information after initiation:- 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

lEBBSElil 

Annualized 

POl 


723564 

729100 

729100 

546825 

729100 

Production 

528367 

669488 

675681 

492653 

656871 

Capacity 

utilisation 

73,02 

91.82 

92.67 

90.09 

90,09 


450729 

530357 


382758 

510344 

Net Sales 

Realisation 


**** 

*** * 

**** 

+*** 


A 

**** 

**** 

**** 

*i|<4cik 

lilSI 

***1(1 

**** 


**** 

*** * 


94452 

86743 



38696 


0 

0 


3202 

4269 

Market share 
of imports 
from Qatar 

0 

0 

o 

11.03 

11.04 

Demand 

(MX)_ 

1509061 

1461626 

1496113 

1111110,345 

1481480 
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Market share 
in demand 






Imports as % 
of demand 

6.26 

5.93 

4.92 

2.61 

2.61 

Participating 
companies 
share as % of 
demand 

29.87 

36.29 

35.85 

34.45 

34.45 

Imports from 
Qatar as % of 
demand 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.29 

0.29 


a) The domestic sales has increased from 450729 MT in 1998-99 to 530357 MT in 
1999-2000 and further to 536339 MT in 2000-2001. In the POI, the annualised 
domestic sales has been 510344 MT. 

b) The capacity utilisation has increased from 73.02% in 1998-99 to 91.82% in 1999- 
2000 and to 92.67% in 2000-2001. In the POI, the capacity utilisation has been 
90.09%. 

c) The production has increased from 528367 MT in 1998-99 to 669488 MT in 1999- 
2000 and further to 675681 MT in 2000-2001. In the POI, the annualised production 
has been 656871 MT. 

d) The Net Sales Realisation has been **** Rs/MT in 1998-99 which has increased to 
**** Rs/MT in 1999-2000 and to Rs. **** Rs/ MT in 2000-2001. In the POI, the 
Net Sales Realisation has been to **** Rs/ MT. 

e) The Net Sales Realisation in the POI has been below the Non-Injurious Price thus 
leading to financial losses. 

f) The imports of the subject goods have decreased from 94452 MT in 1998-99 to 
86743 MT in 1999-2000 and to 73621 MT in 2000-2001. The imports of the subject 
goods have further decreased to 29022 MT in POI (Annualised 38696 MT). 

g) The imports from Qatar were Nil till 2000-2001. Exports of 3202 MT were quoted 
by the exporter in the POI which constitute 11.04% of the total imports of the 
subject goods in POI. These exports from Qatar which were indicated by proforma 
invoice are significant as compared to earlier periods and are above the de-minimus 
level of 3% . 

h) The Authority also notes that the exporter in Qatar has set up a plant primarily for 
the purposes of export as the demand in the home market of Qatar is not significant. 



by the recent dumped imports, the Authority holds that the exports from Qatar are an 
imminent threat to the domestic producers of the subject goods in India 

i) The Authority notes that the capacity of the exporter M/s Qatar Vinyl Company from 
Qatar is of an order of **‘*'*$/MT which was verified during the on site verification 
The Authority also notes thai this capacity is significant in view of the fact that there 
is no available demand in Qatar and that the exporter is primarily into international 
business and is exporting the subject goods to various countries including India The 
Authority notes that as per Annexure II of the Anti Dumping rules one of the 
parameters pertaining to threat of material injury is to examine as to whether there is 
a significant rate of increase of dumped imports into India which indicate the 
likelihood of substantial increased importation The Authority in this regard notes 
that during the on site verification, exporter M/s QVC had indicated that their long¬ 
term contract for supply to countries other than India The Authority notes that the 
contracts which have been committed over a period of 3 to 5 years by M/s QVC are 
not for the entire capacity and that even after consideration of such long-term 
contracts, there is surplus disposable capacity which is available with the exporter for 
sales to other non-contracted countries The Authority in this regard has also noted 
the submissions made by the Domestic Industry in response to the disclosure that as 
per DGCI&S between October, 2001 and March, 2002 there have been exports of an 
order of 17000 MT of subject goods to India from Qatar Also it has been indicated 
that from the other secondary sources in 2002 about 30000 MT material has been 
exported by the exporter and that the prices have been significantly lower The 
Authority therefore notes that while only 3202 MT which were contracted during the 
POl, the exports subsequent to the POl from October, 2001 to March, 2002 have 
been to an order of 13633 MT which represents a significant increase. The Authority 
therefore holds that there being sufficient non-contracted quantity of subject goods 
for the next three years with M/s QVC and that there has been significant rate of 
increase of dumped goods beyond the POl thereby implying that the likelihood of 
substantial increased importation is imminent and to. a great extent has also become 
real in view of the substantial post-POl imports Also the average prices at which 
the imports have taken place during the post-POI period imply that these imports are 
significantly depressing and suppressing the domestic prices Thus the authority 
holds that the dumped goods are a threat of material injury to the Domestic Industry 


ijauais 


The Authority notes that M/s NALCO have indicated that their requirement is of 
much higher quantities and that the truck supplies made by the Domestic Industry are 
insufficient It has also indicated that the landed cost to M/s NALCO is much higher in case 
of the Indian suppliers It has also been fiirther indicated by M/s NALCO that on account of 
the anti dumping duty, their export pricing and competitiveness would get affected in the 
international market The Authority after noting the above submissions holds that the 
comparison for the purpose of injury is being done at the ex-factory level which does not 
include the element of freight The aspect of dumping is also to be evaluated at the ex- 




[WT l—TsF? 1 ] 


irnTT ; 'iTTTTtfrnii 


?5 


factory level. The Non-lnjurious Price (NIP) considered for the Domestic Industry during 
the POI is done with the landed value as defined in Para 6 of this determination Thus it is 
only the ex-factory level which the Authority considered for the purpose of determining the 
extent of injury as per its consistent practice. 

The Authority also holds that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to 
eliminate injury caused to the Domestic Industry by the unfair trade practices of dumping so 
as to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition in the Indian market, which is in 
the general interest of the country. 

The Authority also recognises that though the imposition of anti-dumping duties 
might affect the price levels of the products manufactured using the subject goods and 
consequently might have some influence on relative competitiveness of these products in 
export market as submitted by M/s NALCO, however, fair competition in the Indian market 
will not be reduced by these anti-dumping measures. On the contrary, imposition of anti¬ 
dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by the dumping practices 
and would prevent the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of 
wider choice of the subject goods to the consumers. Imposition of anti-dumping measures 
would also not restrict imports from the subject country in any way, and, therefore, would 
not affect the availability of the products to the consumers. The Authority also notes that 
there are specific schemes available under the Export-Import policy under which M/s 
NALCO could import for the purpose of export production. 

6. LANDED VALUE 

The landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by the customs under Customs Tariff Act, 1962 and applicable level of custom 
duties except duties levied under Section 3, 3 A, 8B, 9, 9 A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

D. CONCLUSIONS: 

It is seen, after considering the foregoing, that: 

a) The subject goods in all forms originating in or exported from the subject country 
have been exported to India below its normal value. 

b) The significant disposable capacity for export purposes available with the exporter 
since there is very low home consumption demand in Qatar and the recent dumpec^t 
imports have caused price depression and is an imminent threat to the domestic 
producers of the subject goods in India in view of recent increased imports. 

c) The domestic industry has also suffered material injury by way of financial losses 
due to depressed Net Sales Realisation (NSR) on account of price depression caused 
by low landed prices of the dumped subject goods 

d) The injury has been caused to the domestic industry by dumping of the subject goods 
originating in or exported from the subject country. 
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e) The Authority recommends anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods falling 
under Chapter 28 originating in or exported from the subject country 

f) It was considered to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping so as to remove the injury to the domestic industry accrued on 
account of dumping Accordingly, it is proposed that anti dumping duty equal to the 
difference between the amount as indicated in Column 3 of the Table below and the 
landed value in $/MT be imposed, by the Central Government, on all imports of 
subject goods originating in or exported from Qatar under Chapter 28 Customs sub- 
headiqgj,:?815 11 and 2815 12 of the Customs Tariff 


1 

2 

3 

SI. No. 

Name of the exporter/producer 

Amount (USS/MT) 

1. 

Qatar 



M/s Qatar Vinyl Company(QVC) Ltd. 

267.82 

• 

All other exporters/producers in Qatar 

271.10 


g) Subject to above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings dated 18 1 2002 

h) An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise, Gold (Control) 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act Supra 


LV SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority &Addl Secy. 
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